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T he next generation of dark m atter DM ) direct detection experim ents and neutrino telescopes
w il probe large swaths of dark m atter param eter space. In order to Interpret the signals in these
experin ents, it is necessary to have good m odels of both the halo DM stream ing through the solar
system and the population ofDM bound to the solar system . In this paper, the st in a serdies of
threeon DM in the solar system , we present sin ulations of orbits of DM bound to the solar system
by solar capture in a toy solar system consisting of only the Sun and Jupiter, assum ing that DM
consists of a single species of weakly interacting m assive particle W IM P).W e describbe how the size
of the bound W MM P population depends on the W M P massm , spin-independent cross section
SI , and spin-dependent cross section SD . U sing a standard description of the G alactic DM halo,
we nd that them axinum enhancem ent to the direct detection event rate, consistent w ith current
experin ental constraints on the W IM P nucleon cross section, is < 1% relative to the event rate
from haloW IM P s, while the event rate from neutrinos from W IM P annihilation in the center of the
E arth isunlkely to m eet the threshold of next-generation, km 3 sized (IceC ube, KM 3N eT ) neutrino
telescopes.

PACS numbers: 9535+ d,96.25D e,95.85Ry,96.60V g

I. NTRODUCTION

region in the solar system that has an unusually high

A . Dark M atter and D etection

T here is overw helm ing evidence that non-baryonicD M
m ust exist in Jarge quantities in the universe, yet is na-
ture isunknown. A popular candidate or DM is one or
m ore species of W IM P. Particles of this type occur nat-
urally In m any theordes of physics beyond the Standard
M odel (SM ); exam ples include the neutralino in super—
symm etry [L], the lightest K alizaK Jein photon B ) in
universal extra-din ension (UED ) theories R{4], or the
heavy photon Ay in Little Higgs models ({7]. These
particular candidates are all stable, selfannihilating, be—
have as cold dark m atter, and are them ally produced
In the early universe n roughly the am ount needed to
explain the dark m atter B].

W em ay expect rapid progress in constraining the na-
ture of DM due to the m aturity of a number of tech-
nologies targeting di erent but com plem entary W M P
signals. T he next generation of particle colliders, In par—-
ticular the Large H adron C ollider, m ay see signatures of
physics beyond the SM .A new generation of satellites is
searching forphotons (eg., the Ferm iG amm a-Ray Space
Teleswope 9, 10]) and other particles eg., ATIC [11],
PAMELA [12]) resulting from W IM P annihilationsin the
M iky W ay’sDM halo.

T here are also experin ents to probe the localW IM P
population. Since the ux ofparticles rom W M P an-
nihilation scales as the square ofthe W IM P density, any
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density of W IM P s is a good target. W IM P s generically
iInteract w ith baryons, which m eans that W IM P s pass—
Ing through the solar system m ay be trapped and settle
Into dense cores in the potential wells of the Sun or the
planets. T he previous generation of neutrino telescopes
eg., BAKSAN [13], MACRO [14], SuperK am iokande
[5],AMANDA [16,17]) places the strongest constraints
on the spin-dependent W IM P -proton cross section SD
(€103 am? atm 100 GeV ) based on  ux lim its of
neutrinos from W MM P annihilation in the Sun and Earth.
Even if the next generation of neutrino telescopes w ith
detector volum es approaching 1 km 3 (eg. Antares [18],
IceCube [19], the proposed KM 3NeT [R0]) do not iden—
tify a W IM P annihilation signature, they are profgcted
to in prove constraints on  5° by aln ost two orders of
m agnitude.
The best lim its on the spin-dependent W IM P -neutron

5P and spin-independent W M P -nucleon 5' cross sec-
tions com e from direct detection experin ents. T he sig—
nature of W M Ps In these experiments is a small (
10 kev 100 kev) nuclar recoil. The next generation
of direct detection experin ents is slated to have target
m asses approaching 1000 kg e€g., DEAP/CLEAN R1],
LUX [R2], SuperCDM S R3{25],WARP R6], XENONI1T
R7]1, XM A SS [R8]) and to be sensitive to cross sections
down to ST 10 an?, 5P 10%° an?, and
Sb 1042 am? RY, 301

n

B. W IM Ps in the Solar System

Fora given W MM P m odel, event rates in direct detec—
tion experim ents and neutrino telescopes are determ ined
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by the phase space distribution function OF) ofW M Ps
In the solar system . The ducialassum ption is that the
direct detection event rateand W IM P capture rate In the
E arth are dom inated by DM particles from the G alactic
halo, passing through the solar system on unbound orbits
[l, 31]. There are potentially observable consequences if
even a tiny fraction of W M P sm ay becom e captured to
the solar system , since bound W IM P s have low er speeds
than halo W M Ps. The push for m any direct detection
experim ents is tow ard ever-lower nuclear recoil energy
thresholds ( 0:1 kev 1 keV), both In order to gain
sensitivity to low mass W IM P s and because the event
rate ism uch higher there than at lower energies [32, 33].
At such low energies, low speed W IM P s contribute dis-
proportionately to the event rate for kinem atic reasons.

Low speed W IM P shave an even greater in pact on the
event rate of neutrinos from annihilation in the Earth.
T he shallow ness of the E arth’s potentialwellm eans that
only low speed W M Psm ay be captured in the Earth.
In particular, ifthe W IM P m ass is above 400 G&V, only
W IM P sbound to the solar system m ay be trapped in the
Earth.

Two processes have been identi ed by which W M Ps
m ay becom e captured to the solar systam at rates large
enough to be in portant or terrestrialdark m atter exper-
In ents. G ravitational Capture: Gould [B4, 35] pointed
outthatW IM P sm ay be captured from the halo by grav—
fationally scattering on the planets. By treating W IM P
orbits in the solar system as a di usion problem , Gould
B5] and Lundberg and Edsp [36] estin ated that bound
W M P sdom nate the annihilation rate ofW IM P s in the
Earth or W MP masses ~ 100 Ge&V . Solar Capture:
W IM P s captured In the Sun will reach them al equilb—
rium wih solar nucki on tin escales t 1P, where

is the optical depth of the Sun for W M Ps and P is
the orbital period ofa bound W IM P . H owever, D am our
and K rauss [37] identi ed a population of solarcaptured
W IM Ps that could survive for much longer periods of
tin e due to a type of secular resonance that pulls their
perihelia outside the Sun. Using secular perturbation
theory, they found that this population could produce a
Jow —recoildirect detection rate com parable to that ofhalo
WMPsfor ST 10%?  10%° an?, and could yield an
annihilation rate in the Earth a factorof 100 greater
than the rate expected from unbound halo W M Ps for
W IMP masses 100 150Gev [38].

W hile these results are intriguing, the sam ianalytic
treatm ents used in these papers cannot fully capture the
rich range ofbehavior in sm alkN system s such as the so—
lar system . It is in portant to check these resultsw ith nu—
m erical experin ents. M oreover, the annihilation rate of
W IM P s in the Sun depends critically on whetherWw M P s
captured in the Sun them alize rapidly w ith solar nuclei.
If the planets can pull the W IM P s out of the Sun for
extended periods oftin e, or even efct the particles from
the system , the anniilation rate w ill be depressed w ith
regpect to current estim ates.

In a set ofthree papers [39, 40], we present sin ulations

of W MM P orbits in the solar system , including both the
graviationale ectsofthe dom inant planet, Jupiter, and
an accurate M onte C arlo description of W IM P -nuucleon
elastic scattering in the solar interior, aswellas a discus—
sion ofthe lkely contribution ofbound W IM P s to direct
detection experim ents and neutrino telescopes. In this
paper, Paper I, we focuson W M P capture in the Sun.
In order to put our results in context, we rst summ arize
the treatm ent of D am our and K rauss [37], and describe
them echanian they found that extended the lifetin es of
solar captured W IM P s In the solar system and built up
the DF ofW IM P s at the Earth: the K ozaim echanisn .

C. Damour and K rauss (1999) and the K ozai
M echanism

In the absence of gravitational torques from the plan—
ets, W IM P s captured onto E arth—crossing orbis by elas—
tic scattering in the Sun w illhave a sm allnum ber density
at the E arth relative to the halo num ber density for two
reasons. (i) Unlessthe W M P ismassive n ~ 1 TeV),
the characteristic energy a W M P loses to a solar nu—
cleus is large enough such that most captured W M P s
have aphelia that lie inside the Earth’s orbi. (i) The
characteristic tim e to the next scatter, which willaln ost
certainly rem ovetheW IM P from an E arth-crossing orbit
unlessm > 1TeV,isofordert/ P= .ForaW MP with
sam imapraxisa= 1AU,P = 1 year. If, or example,

ot = 10 ** an? (or 5P o= 10 3° an?), 10°, so
the W IM P lifetim e in the solar system is only of order a
thousand years, short com pared to the age of the solar
system .

D am our and K rauss [B7] recognized that the lifetin es
of bound W M P s in Earth-crossing orbits could be ex-—
tended by orders of m agnitude if gravitational torques
from the planets decreased the W IM P eccentricity (in—
creased the perihelion distance) enough that the W IM P
orbi no longer penetrated the Sun. ForW IM P s in plan—
etary system s such as our own, such behavior is possible
if the rate of perthelion precession ! is am all, since then
the torques from the planets act In a constant direction
overmany W IM P orbits. This process was rst exam —
ned by Kozai 41] In the context of asteroid orbis and
is som etim es called the K ozai resonance. T he signature
ofthis resonance is large uctuations in both the inclina—
tion and eccentricity while the sam im a pr axis is xed.
T he K ozai resonance can lad to both Ibration and cir-
culation in the argum ent ofperihelion !, and we use the
term \K ozaicycles" to describe these oscillations. K ozai
cycleshavebeen studied in the context of com ets [42], as—
teroids B3, 44], triple star system s 5], and exoplanets
@46].

Damour & K rauss found approxin ate analytic K ozai
solutions for a solar system containing the inner planets
and Jupiter on circular, coplanar orbits. The require—
ment that ! is smallm eans that K ozai cycls are only
signi cant for W M P s with perihelia that are not too



far inside the solar radius, so the solar potential is not
far from that of a point mass. Damour & K rauss use
an analytic approxin ation to the solar potential in the
outer r > 0:55R of the Sun, where R is the radius
of the Sun. They expanded the potentials of the plan—
ets to quadrupole order in the am all param eter ap =a,
where ap is the sam im apr axis of a plnet, and ne-
glected short-period term s and m ean-m otion resonances.
T he solutions have an additional feature| if the orbital
plane of the planets in the solar system is the x y
plane, the Beom ponent of the speci ¢ angular m om en—
tum,J, = GM a@l ¢€&)cosI (I isthe inclinhation) is
a conserved quantity.

To estin ate the size of the solarcaptured W ™M P pop—
ulation at the Earth, D am our & K raussm ade the follow —
Ing additional assum ptions. (1) JupitercrosshgW MM Ps
(W ih aphelia greater than Jupiter’s sem im apr axis,
L > ay 52 AU) were ignored, since their lifetin es
In the solar system were assum ed to be short. Sim ilarly,
allw MPswith r; < ag that were not on K ozaicycls
were also ignored. (i) They assumed that allW M Ps
on K ozaicyclks would suxrvive for the lifetin e of the so—
lar system w ithout rescattering in the Sun, regardless of
the opticaldepth in the Sun forW IM P s. Since the typ—
ical lifetin e of Earth-crossing W M P s is 1¢ yr fr
ot 104! an?, the extension ofthe lifstin es of even a
few E arth-crossing particlesto the age ofthe solar system
results in a signi cant boost to the DF ofbound W M P s
at the Earth.

D. ThisW ork

To investigate the validiy of these assum ptions and
to provide a m ore accurate assesam ent of the contribu-—
tion of bound W IM P s to direct detection experim ents
and neutrino telescopes, we perform a set of num erical
sin ulations of W M P orbits in the solar system . In this
paper, Paper I, we present a suite of sin ulations of solar-
captured W IM P orbis in a toy solar system consisting
only of the Sun and Jupiter. Jupiter is the only planet
included in the simulations for two reasons. (i) A s the
largest planet in the solar system , i dom inates the dy—
nam ics of m inor bodies in the system . W e address the
issue of other planets In Section V IT of this paper as
well as In later papers. (i) Since som e of our num eri-
calm ethods (described in Section IT) are new , and sihce
it is in portant to have a physical understanding of the
principalm echanisn s that detem ine the key features of
the bound W IM P population, it is usefiil to sinulate a
sin ple system rst. In particular, particle orbits in our
toy solar system enpy a constant of motion Eg. 20),
w hich provides a check on the num erical accuracy of the
Integrations.

W e descrlbe the sinulations In Section III, and the
DF s derived from the simulations in Section IV. Also In
Section IV, we show how the DFsdepend on theW MM P

m ass and cross section m Sl,and SD.Predjctjons

for the event rates in direct detection experin ents and
neutrino telescopes are m ade in SectionsV and VI. W e
discuss our results in the context ofthe previouswork on
solar captured-W M P s by D am our and K rauss 37] and
Bergstrom et al. [38], the presence of other planets, and
the assum ptions conceming the halo DF in Section V IT,
and summ arize the m ain results of this work In Section
V ITT.

W edeferthe topicofanniilation ofW M P sin the Sun
to Paper IT [39], and the sin ulations of gravitationally
captured W IM P s to Paper IIT #40].

II. ORBIT INTEGRATION

The problem ofdeterm ining the long-tem tra fgctories
of bound dark m atter particles In poses a set ofdi cult
challenges to the integration algorithm . The algorithm
must (i) be stable and accurate over 4.5 Gyr; (il) accu-
rately ollow highly eccentric (e > 0:995) orbits w ith no
num erical dissipation; (i) accurately Integrate tra gcto—
ries that are In uenced by perturbing forces that m ay be
com parable to the force from the Sun for short intervals
(incluiding close encounters w ith and passages through
planets); and (i) be fast, n order to obtain an adequate
statistical sam ple of orbits.

M uch progress hasbeen m ade in the past fteen years
to address the rst and last criteria. This progress has
largely been m otivated by interest in the long-term sta-—
bility ofplanetary system s. Them ost signi cant develop—
m ent hasbeen the advent of geom etric integrators (sym —
plectic and/or tin exeversble integrators), which have
the desirabl property that errors in conserved quanti-
ties (such asthe H am ittonian) are oscillatory rather than
grow ing. However, the m ost comm only used algorithm s
[A7{49] are not iInm ediately applicable to the present
problem , for two main reasons. First, one would like
to use an adaptive tim e step to quickly but accurately
Integrate a highly eccentric orbit (using very smalltin e
steps near perielion and larger ones otherw ise), or to re—
solve close encounters w ith the planets. It is di cukt to
Introduce an adaptive tin e step In a sym plectic or tim e—
reversbleway since varying the tin e step by criteria that
depend on phase space position destroys sym plecticity.
Secondly, since for practical purposes the integrations of
planetary or com et orbits end when two bodies collide,
there has been little attention to Integrating system s for
w hich the potentialcan deviate signi cantly from theKe-
plerian point-m ass potential, as it does in the solar inte—
rior.

In the follow Ing sections, we describe an algorithm to
e ciently carry out the long-temm integration of dark
m atter particles in the solar system . In Section ITA,
we outline an adaptive tin e step sym plectic integrator
(sin ultaneously form ulated by P reto and Trem aine [50]
and M ikkola and Tanikawa [Bl]) that is used for m ost
of the orbital integrations. W e explain the error proper-
ties of the Integrator in Section IIB . In Section IIC, we



discuss procedures to handle special cases, such as close
planetary encounters. W e discuss the m erits of various
coordinate system s in Section IID .

A . The Adaptive T Im e Step Integrator

We cbssly Pllow the arguments of M ikkola and
Tanikawa [Bl] and Preto and Trem aine BO] In the de-
scription ofthe adaptive tin e step sym plectic iIntegrator.

A sgparable Ham itonian H (;p;t) = T @) + U (g;t)
(T is the kinetic energy and U is the potential energy),
a function ofthe canonicalposition g and m om entum p,
can be in plem ented as a sym plectic integratorw ith xed
tine step t. Thekey to nding a sym plectic integrator
wih a variable tin e step is to prom ote the tine t to
a canonical variable, and m ake i a function of a new
\tin e" coordinate s,

dt= g(g;p;t)ds: @)

nd a separable Ham ittonian In the extended phase
space that describesthem otion, and take xed tin e steps
s when integrating the new equations ofm otion. T he
new canonical coordinatesareqgy = tandpy, = H, =0
the new set of canonicalvariablesQ = (gp;q) and P =
(o;p). Preto and Trem aine and M ikkola and Tanikawa
nd such an extended phase space H am iltonian,

Q;P)=g@Q;P)H @Qip;ib mIl; @)

which can be m ade separable w ith the choice

ftTE)+p) £( UQ))
iP)= i 3
g0 E) TE)+U Q)+ po ¥
so that the extended H am ilttonian is
Q/P)=fTE)+po) £( UR): 4)
T he equations of m otion for this Ham iltonian are:
d
- 2T )+ po) ©)
ds
dg 0 QT
— = f + — 6
s T @) Po)@p (6)
R Q)
ds Gy
d QU
P e, ®)
ds (Cley

To determ ine a usefil choice for f k), Preto and
Trem aine expand Eq. (3) In a Taylor series about the
anallparameter T + pg + U (& 0 if the Ham ittonian is
exactly conserved) to show that

ge;p) £( U@EN: )

O utside the Sun, the gravitationalpotential of the solar
system is
GM X

U@t= —.*

; . 10)
B2 A

1@;ai);
1
where the rst tem in the potential denotes the K ep—
Jerian potential of the Sun and ; is the potential from
planet i, and the potential from the Sun dom inatesm ost
of the tim e. P reto and Trem alne show that for a choice
of

gR;P) =3 9 (11)
GM
12)
U @it

the two-body problem can be solved exactly, with only a
tine (phase) error =P / N ?,where P is the orbital
period and N is the num ber of steps per orbit. Thisisa
good feature because phase errors are far less in portant
for our purposes than, for exam ple, system atic energy
drifts or num erical precession. N ote that the tin e step
is proportionalto the partick’s separation from the Sun,
so that sn all tin e steps are taken near the perihelion of
the orbit and large steps near the aphelion. W e use Eq.
(11) as our choice for g ;P ), Prwhich the functional
form of £ (x) is

f®)=GM lgX): 13)

T he adaptive tin e step equations ofm otion are In ple—
m ented via a second-order leapfrog integrator (also called
a Verkt ntegrator) with s’ t=g= h,whereh isde-
term ned by the num ber of steps desired per orbit. Sihoe
the goal is to understand the behavior of a lJarge ensem —
bl oforbits, we arem ore Interested In m aintaining sm all
energy errors over long tin es rather than precisely in-
tegrating orbits over short tin es, and so a second-order
sym plectic Integratoris su cient. Forour choice of f (x),
and given T = v?*=2 and U = U (r;t), the change over a
single ctitious tim e step h can be written as the m ap—
png

lh GM Vo (14)
I, = g+ —hs—"—
2 %\% + Pojo
t = B lh cM 15)
1-2 = =
2 %Vg + Po;o
GM QU (r1—5;49->)
vi = vo+h 1m2r A2 16)
U (r1—2iti=2) @r
GM QU (r1-2it=2)
L, = o+ h 17
Po;1 Po;o U ity ot a7
lh GM wv; (18)
r = ot hy—7—
2 %V% + pO;l
4 4 1h GM (19)
1 = Gt 2 ;
2 %V% + pO;l

w here the subscript 1= 0;1=2;1 labels what fraction of
the totaltin e step h hasbeen taken.



B . Errors A long the P ath

W e explore the behavior of the energy errors in the
adaptive tin e step integrator as a function of energy,
eccentriciy, distance from the Sun, and num ber of steps
per orbit. This study allow s us, iIn conjunction w ith the
results of Section IIC 2, to determ ine which the ctitious
tin e step h to use to m eet accuracy requirem ents. The
choice of h for the simulations is descrlbbed in Section
IIID . For the current study, we use short integrations
In order to focus on the errors of the adaptive tin e step
Integrator alone. W e w ill discuss the long-tem behavior
ofthe whole integration schem e afterw e discuss the other
pieces of our algorithm .

Since our toy solar system (Sun + Jupier+ W M P)
is a restricted threebody problem , there is one constant
ofm otion, the Jacobi constant

Cs= 2& nd); 20)

whereE is the particle energy In an inertial fram e, nq,_ is
the m ean m otion of Jupiter, and J, is the z-com ponent
of the partick’s angular m om entum , assum ing that the
m otions of the Sun and Jupiter are con ned tothex vy
plane. T herefore, we can param eterize errors in tem s of
the Jacobi constant. There are no analogous conserved
quantities for particles orbiting in planetary system sw ith
m ore than one planet or ifthe planetary orbit iseccentric.
In those system s, one can quantify errors for integrators
ofthe type described in Section ITA in tem s ofthe rela—
tive energy error E=E = E + p ¢)=E ,whereE isdeter-
m Ined by the instantaneous position and velociy of the
particle and py is the 0 com ponent of the m om entum
In the extended phase space. If the equations of m otion
(5){ (8) were Integrated w ith no error, then py = E and
E=E = 0.

In this section, we treat the Sun as a point m ass, and
consider tra ectoriesw ith aphelia well inside Jupiter’s or—
bi. W e consider two di erent initial sem im a pr axes,
a = aj =3 and a = ay =6 respectively, where aq_ is the
sam im apr axis of Jupiter. To detem ine the size of the
errors In C; as a function of eccentricity, we integrate
orbis with initial eccentricity e = 0:9;0:99;0:999 and
0:9999. W e perform integrations for each com bination of
a and e for 10 di erent initial, random orientations and
an ensem ble of step sizes. W e run each integration for
atotalof2 10 Keplr periods. The integrations are
started at perihelion (to m Im ic the initial conditions of
scattering in the Sun) with a very snallh = 10 ®R *
year. W e use such a an all tin e step because the m ag—
nitude of the errors in the integrator are largest if the
Integration is started at pericenter, and am allest when
started at apocenter. O nce the particle reaches its rst
aphelion, h is adjusted so that it w ill provide the desired
num ber of steps per orbi. The ctitious tin e step is re—
lated to the num ber of steps per orbit by the step in the
ecoentric anom aly u and sem im a praxisa by

1 s u
2 -
GM =a)l"2sin u
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FIG . 1l: Jacobiconstant errors as a function of distance from

the prim ary for a trafctory with a = 1:73 AU, Pllowed for
2 1¢ K epler periods. This tractory was Integrated w ith
500 steps/orbit. E rrors are calculated at perihelion and aphe—
lion. Points to the left of the vertical line lie w ithin the vol-
um e of the Sun; however, we used a point-m ass Sun for this
Integration.

for the sym plecticm apping ofEgs. (14){ (19) in the case
of the K epler two-body problem . The number of steps
per orbit is given by

2
N = —: 22)
u

W e show the dependence of the error on the distance
from the Sun in Fig. 1. In this gure, we plot the perdhe-
lion and aphelion Jacobiconstant errors for a tra gctory
with imnitial a = a9 =3 and e = 0:999, Integrated w ith
500 steps/orbit, representative ofallthe sin ulations. W e
plot only errors at perthelion and aphelion for clarity; a
plot show Ing errors at each tin e step would be sim ilar
but w ith m ore scatter. T he Interdor of the Sun is In the
shaded region (though the integrations were done for a
point-m ass Sun). From Figure 1, it appears that

jC s=Cy53/ ¢’ @3)

This is a generic feature of the integrator, and in plies
that them axin um Jacobiconstant orenergy error occurs
at perihelion. T he errors are oscillatory, ie., there is no
secular grow th in the error envelope w ith tin e.

In Fig. 2,we show them axin um Jacobiconstant error
asa function of initial sem im a praxisa; and eccentricity
e;. To nd them axinum error, we calculate the error in
Jacobiconstantevery tin ee isin therangee; 01 (1 o).
T he restriction on e isolates the e ect of ecoentriciy on
jC 5=Cys3j since Fig. 1 dem onstrates that the m axin um
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FIG .2: Errors in the Jacobi constant as a function of ecoen—
tricity and sem im apr axis. Each point show s the m axin um

error for 10 tra pctories initialized w ith the sam e eccentricity
but w ith random initial ordentation, and followed for 2 1d

K eplerorbits. O pen pointsdenote those tra ctories forwhich
the sem im apraxisa= a’4=3 = 173 AU ; closed points refer
to trapctories with a = ag =6 = 087 AU .Cicles m ark tra—
“ectories w ith initial ecoentricity e; = 0:9999, squares denote
thosew ith e; = 0:999, diam onds indicate thosew ith e; = 0:99,
and triangles those with e; = 09.

error In a sin ulation depends on the largest ecoentricity
In the orbit. W e then plt the maximum error found
am ong all sin ulations for the sam e Initiala; and e;. For
each type of sinulation, the m axinum error occurs at
perihhelion. Fig. 2 indicates that the m axinum Jacobi
constant error is a decreasing fiinction of the num ber of
steps per orbit, and an Increasing function of sem im a pr
axis and eccentricity. Furthem ore, the m axin um error
fore2 e 01 (@ ¢ within each sim ulation isa fiinction
of the :niial conditions. In the sinulations wih xed
eccentricity and a = ag =6, the spread in these central
valies is less than a factor of two, whilk the spread is
about a factor of ten in the a = ag =3 sinulations. This
is described m ore in [B2].

To set the ctitious tin e step h for the sim ulations de—
tailed in Section ITID, it is preferable to consider errors
at a =xed, small distance from the Sun rather than ex—
clusively at perihelion. T his isbecause we use a m apping
technique to ollow perihelion passagesw here r, 2R
T herefore, we want to Inpose a m axinum Jacobi con-—
stant (or energy) error for the sin ulations at r = 2R
However, we also want to optim ize h such that passages
near planets can be integrated accurately w ith the least
overallCPU time. A fill discussion which values h are
used for the m ain set of sin ulations in this work willbe

deferred to Section ITID , after we discuss close encoun—
ters w ith Jupiter In Section IIC 2.

C . SpecialC ases

W hile we would lke to use this adaptive tin e step
Integratorasm uch aspossible, kegping the ctitious step
h xed, there are two situations which m ust be handled
separately.

1. The Sun

T he interior of the Sun has a potential that deviates
strongly from K eplerian. T he integratordescribed in Sec-
tion ITA worksbadly Inside the Sun because it isdesigned
for nearly K eplerian potentials. T hus, we replace the in—
tegration through the Sun by am ap. W e exploit the fact
that tidal forces from the planets are an allnear the Sun.
Since the tw o-body problem can be solved exactly, we can
de ne a region about the Sun (called a \bubbl," with
a typical radius of 0.1 AU) for which we use the exact
solutions to the twobody problem . In reality, we create
am ap Prthebubblk but only use it ifthe orbital perihe-
lion lleswithin r= 2R . The bubbl wall is larger than
2R so that a particle does not accidentally step into the
Sun w hen stepping into thebubble. In theW IM P orbital
plane, wem ap the lncom ing position and velocity to the
outgoing position and velociy using look-up tables for

2
GM
Zr
b dr
& (24)
mee 20 L~ (@] a@ @)=
and
pi
(aZ;e)=2 ag¢ 1)
T dr
o 7 (25)

~
mee 2 20 & Y @] a@l é)=r

which are the tine t and phase through which the
particle passes in the bubbl region. By convention, a is
always positive, such that E = GM =2a for hyperbolic
orbitsand E = GM =2a foreccentric orbits. The +=
signs n Egs. (24) and (25) correspond to hyperbolic
(e> 1) and ellipticalorbits (e < 1) respectively. W e have
nom alized the solar potential ~ = =GM . Note
that 1, is the bubble radius and 1, is the true perdhelion,
de ned by

dr
dt

Tp

=0 (26)

= 2 — 7 () a(@l é)=1:g 1 @27)



W e param eterize the look-up tables in term s ofthe sam i-
mapraxisand K eplerian perhhelion iy = 21 e)J.

There is one subtlety in m atching the m ap through
the bubblk to the integrator outside of bubble. In the
K eplerian twobody problem , one solves the equations of
m otion dp=dt and dg=dt instead ofdp=ds and dg=ds. If
one divides dg=ds and dp=ds by the di erential equation
for the tin e coordinate, the tin e-transform ed equations
ofm otion are

d dg=d
e 28)
dt dt=ds
£9T + po)dT=d
_ (TO Po) Ie] 29)
£9(T + po)
= P (30)
d dp=
dp _ p=ds 31)
dt dt=ds
£f9C U =
_ ( )AU=QRg 32)
£9(T + po)
f9%C U U
- _ftoeu, 33)
£9T + po) g

T he second of these di ers from the equations ofm otion
ofthe origihalH am ittonian H by a m ultiplicative factor

= £ U)=fT + po); (34)

In other words, the particle follow s a K epler orbi about
a Sun ofmass M . Therefore, we calculate the orbital
elem ents using

Po

= — 35
. 2 GM G

e = 1 FP=(GM a); (36)

w here the upper (lower) sign should be used for hyper-
bolic (ellptical) orbits. W e use a look-up table for t
and w ith the m odi cation that t, as calculated for
aand ewith = 1, mustbe multiplied by a factor of
1=2 | The change I phase is una ected by the choice
of centralm ass since it is a purely geom etric quantity.

Sin ilar lookup tables are also used to determm ine the
perihelion r, and the opticaldepth asa function of sem i~
m apr axis and eccentricity. W e discuss additional scat—
tering In the Sun in Appendix B .

W e dem onstrate the robustness of the m ap In the up—
per keft panel of Fig. 3, where we show errors In the
Jacobi constant over a 500 M yr tin e span for an orbit
witha 154AU.Theorbitentersthe Sun 10 times
In thistin e span. W e sam ple the orbit at the rst aphe-
lion affer a 10° yr interval from the previous samplk,
and there are approxin ately 100 steps/orbit. This g-
ure show s that there are only oscillatory errors through—
out this long-tem integration, and these fractionalerrors
neverexceed 10 ® at aphelion. Long-term integrationsof
the tw o-body problem using them ap dem onstrate energy
errors only at the level ofm achine precision.

2. The P lanets

W hilke the adaptive tin e step integratorworkswellin a
nearK eplerian potential, onem ust treat close encounters
w ith planets m ore carefilly. If the tin e step is too large
near a planet, the particlke fails to resolve the force from
the planet. This can cause grow Ing errors In the parti-
ck’stra fctory. Sihceweuse an £ (x) that isoptin ized to
the potential of the Sun, the only way to achieve a sm all
tin e step near each planet isto eitherm ake the ctitious
tin e step h am all or to sw itch to a di erent Integration
m ethod near each planet w hik using the m ethod of Sec—
tion TTA wih a reasonably large h for the rest of the
orbi. The advantage of the fomm er approach is that it
does not break the sym plectic nature of the integrator.
However, i is also prohbitively com putationally expen—
sive. T herefore, we use the latter approach.

W e de ne a spherical region (\bubblk") about each
planet orwhich we allow a di erent integration schem e,
w hile continuing to use the adaptive tin e step sym plec—
tic integrator (Section ITA) outside the spheres. The
transition between the integration schem es is not sym —
plectic, but reduce errors in the integration by enforcing
an accuracy requirement on JE=E j= jo o+ E)=E j=
j( H + E)=E jin the bubbl ofeach planet.

In the bubbl of each planet, we continue to use the
adaptive tin e step Integrator, but the valuie of h® (the
prin e denotes the fact that this ctitious tine step is
only used within a planet bubblk) used in the bubblk is
selected to keep the quantity j E =E jassn allaspossble
while also keeping the total integration tim e short. To

nd the optin al value of h®, we use the Hllow iIng akjo-
rithm . W hen a particle st enters a bubble, we record
the partick’s energy error at the rst step, JE ;=Eij.
Then, we integrate the partick’s tra gctory through the
bubbl using the default value of h. A s the partick is
about to exit the bubbl, we calculate the energy error
JE £=E¢J. Ifthe energy errorm eets the accuracy crite—
rion, or if it is less than jE ;=E;j then the integration
is allowed to continue nom ally. If, however, JE =E¢]j
does not satisfy the accuracy criterion, we restart the
Integration in the bubble from the point at which the
particle rst entered wih a snaller ctitious tine step
h®. This process iterates until either the energy accu-—
racy condition is satis ed or the energy error plateaus
In value. If the energy error plateaus in value, whichever
trafctory (corresponding to a particular choice ofh? has
them nimum JE ¢=E¢jis chosen.

T he choice ofthe bubble size k. is related to the choice
of ducialvalue ofh and to the m ass of the planet. A
largervalue ofh m eansthat the bubble needs to be larger
to ensure that the planet’s graviationalpotential isprop—
erly resolved. P lanets wih larger m asses will require
larger bubbles than an aller planets. W e choose to keep
the bubbl size xed for all orbis. In general, we tune
h so that the typical energy errors for all energies are
sim ilar near each planet, and to keep the error in the Ja—
cobiconstant snalljC s=C33< 10 % atr= 2R . The
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FIG . 3: Error in the Jacobi constant as a function of tim e for several particles. T he Jacobi constant is recorded at aphelion
at 10° yr intervals. Top kft: A particle with a = 1:54 AU . T his particle repeatedly goes through the Sun (@bout 107 tin es),
but never goes through the bubbl around Jupiter. It is integrated with h = 6 10°rR ! yr, which corresponds to 100
steps/orbit. Top right: A particle that gets stuck near a Sun-skinm ing 2: resonance w ith Jupiter. T his particle repeatedly
goes through the Jupiter bubble. It is integrated with h = 2 10 °R 1! yr, or 350 steps/orbit. Bottom left: A particle gets
stuck near a 32 resonance w ith Jupiter. This orbit was integrated with h = 15 10 °R ! yr, or 650 steps/orbit. Bottom
right: This particle repeatedly crosses r., the transition radius between barycentric and heliocentric coordinates (dashed line

m arks r.=2, the crossing sem im a pr axis for an orbit w ith e
att= 16 10 years. It is ntegrated with h = 2

optimum sizes of the Jupiter bubble is h 1
we requirethat JE ¢=E¢j 107  10°.

A oom plication arises when particles experience large
changes In energy in their passage through the planetary
bubbl. In this case, the value ofh that guaranteed a cer—
tain precision In j E =E jin the pre-encounter orboit m ay
be either too large (for adequate precision) or too an all
(it will slow down the orbital integration). T herefore,
we change the value of h at the next aphelion. Aga,
this procedure breaks the sym plectic nature of the inte—
grator, but by changing h at aphelion, our experim ents
show that we m inin ize errors. In Section ITID , we out—
line how h is chosen for the initial orbits, and how h is
changed if the particle experiences signi cant changes in
energy from planetary encounters.

W e dem onstrate the perform ance of the bubble for the
case of the 3-body problem in Fig. 3. In this gure, the
fractional error of the Jacobi constant is plotted against
the tin e since the iniial scatter n the Sun that pro—
duced a bound orbi, and we show the rst 500 M yr of

3 AU if

1) and has its last aphelion before efection from the solar system
10 °r ! yr, or 9

10 steps/orbit.

the integrations. T he Jacobiconstant ism easured at the
aphelion ofthe orbit at 10° year intervals. T he tra fcto—
ries of the particles in the upper right and bottom panels
repeatedly pass through the bubble around Jupiter. For
these integrations, b, = 23 AU, and the energy criterion
wasJE ¢=E¢j< 2 107 . There are no secular changes
ofthe Jacobiconstant w ith tin e. T herefore, even though
the planet bubble disrupts the sym plecticity of the inte—
grator, the Integrator tracks the H am iltonian well.

D . Coordinate Choice

For m ost of the integration, we use a heliocentric co—
ordinate system for both the particles and the planets.
T here are two m ain reasonsw hy we choose a heliocentric
system . First, it ism uch sim pler to use heliocentric coor-
dinates for passages through the Sun. Secondly, consider
the gravitationalpotential of the planets in the heliocen—



tric fram e,
@®ep = a+ i@ (37)
X GM X GMpr r
= —F 4 %; (38)
p ¥ B P Xp

w here the indirect term (i) ardses from the fact that this
coordinate system is not the center-ofm ass coordinate
system , and d denotes the direct term . For orbits that
are wellw ithin a planet’s orbit, the direct tetm can be
expanded into sphericalham onics

X  GMp
alm = S S— (39)
., ¥ B
"
X GMp GMp
= s r gr (40)
s Ig
F #
GMp X r ! r pr
— P, ;o (41)
Ip =2 Ip Irp

w here the P; are Legendre polynom ials. T he dipole tem
of the direct potential is canceled by the indirect poten-
tial. T herefore, the prim ary contributor to the force on
the particle by the planet com es from the 1= 2 tidaltemm
of the potential, whereas the 1= 1 term is dom inant In
the barycentric fram e.

W hilke there are distinct advantages to using the he-
liocentric fram g, the indirect term ofthe potential dom i
nates the potentialat lJarge distances from the Sun. This
poses a problem for the adaptive tim e step Integrator,
sihce the choiceofg= GM =U = ¥ r jisonly opti-
m al if the K eplerian solar potential is dom inant. T here—
fore, we choose to work In the barycentric fram e at large
distances.

In practice, thism eans sw tching betw een heliocentric
and barycentric coordinate system s for long-period or-
bits. W e choose the crossover radius such that

GM

0)3= F
Yo

maxj iP (c; p = 42)
where p is the angk between r and 1, 1. is the
crossover radius, the \m ax" signi es the planet for the
planet P for which the indirect potential is strongest,
and isa factor< 1. In our solar system , the planet for
w hich the indirect potential is strongest is Jupiter. T he

choice of 0:1 workswell. T he crossover radius is thus
M q 1, M
L ; 43)
ay, re
or
q__
e M =Mqag: 44)

In changing coordinates, one breaks the sym plectic ow
of the integrator. T herefore, one m ust treat the Ham it
tonian, and therefore py, carefully at the crossover. W e

choose to treat the transition the sam e way we treat the
transition into thebubbl about the Sun. Nam ely, we cal-
culate (Eqg. 34), the factor by which the gravitational
potential ism odi ed in the Integrator (see Eq. 33), In
the nitial coordinate fram e i. Then we set

Pok = B G @5)
w here quantities calculated in the nalfram e are denoted
by £, and E is the energy derived from the position and
velocity coordinates ofthe particle. W hile this transition
isnot sym plectic, in practice it conserves the Jacobicon—
stant to adequate precision. T his is dem onstrated in the
Iower keft panel In Figure 3, an orbi forwhich the initial
sem iIm apr axis is 50 AU . In this Integration, = 0,
which translatesto r. = 53 AU.

III. SIMULATIONS

A . Dark M atter M odel

In order to perform the orbit sin ulations, i is neces—
sary to specify som e dark m atter properties. T he parti-
cle m ass and elastic scattering cross sections com pletely
determ ine scattering properties in the Sun, and hence,
these are the only W IM P dependent param eters neces—
sary to run the sin ulationsand nd theW IM P distrdbu-
tion function at the Earth. The particle physics m odel
and param eter space w thin each m odel do not need to
be speci ed forthe sin ulations, although we assum e that
the dark m atterparticlk is a neutralino w hen we estim ate
event rates In neutrino telescopes In Section VI. Thus,
weusem todenotetheW IM P m ass.

T he relative strengths of the spin-dependent and spin-—
Independent elastic scattering cross sections are in por—
tant in the context of scattering in both the Sun and
the Earth. For sin plicity In interpreting the sin ulations,
we would like to use etther a spin-independent or spin—
dependent cross section, but not a m xture of the two.
W e choose to focus on the spin-independent cross sec—
tion for the simulations, but in Section IV D, we show
how to extend our results to the case of non—zero spin—
dependent interactions. In Section ITID , we discuss the
speci ¢ choices forthe W M P massand S' used in the
sin ulations.

W e adopt the M axw ellian distrbbution function OF)

n
@ 2

fn &;V) = ev’=2’ 46)

to descrbe the dark m atter distrdbution function in the
solar neighborhood in G alactocentric coordinates and far
outside the gravitational sphere of in uence of the Sun.
Here, isthe onedin en@'o_naldark m atter velocity dis—
persion, set to = v = 2. We st the speed of the
Sun around the G alactic center to be v = 220 km /s,
for which the observational uncertainty is about 10%
B3, 54]. TheW M P number density isn = =m



W e assum e that the dark m atter density is an ooth and
tin e-independent in the neighborhood of the Sun, and
that = 03GeV an 3. Even if the dark m atter were
som ew hat lum py, the resuls of the sim ulations w ill still
bevalid if  is Interpreted as the average densiy in the
solar neighborhood [B5].

Transform ing to the heliocentric fram e via a velocity
transform ation vg = v = v ,

fs kv )Exvy = £ ®jvs + v )xdPvs; @7)

where the subscript s refers to quantities m easured in
the heliocentric fram e. This distrbution is anisotropic
w ith respect to the plane of the solar system (the eclip—
tic) . T he direction of the anisotropy w ith respect to the
ecliptic depends on the phase of the Sun’s orbit about
the G alactic center. In order to avoid choosing a spe—
ci ¢ direction for the anisotropy (ie., to avoid choosing
to start our sim ulations at a particular phase ofthe Sun’s
m otion about the G alactic center), we angle-average this
anisotropic distribbution function to obtain an isotropic
DF ofthe form

Z
1
fs Xjvs) = 4_ fs x;vs)d 48)
h
_ 1 n e ws v )2=2 2
22 )2 v vy

2 Zl
e@erv T2 9

U sing the angleaveraged DF is approxin ately valid for
two reasons: (i) Scattering in the Sun is isotropic, so any
bound W IM P s produced by elastic scattering w ill ini-
tially be isotropically distrdbuted. (ii) T he tin eaveraged
distrbbution function (averaged over the Sun’s 200
M yr orbit about the G alactic center) only has a anall
anisotropic com ponent [34], a consequence of the large
(60°) inclination of the ecliptic pole w ith regpect to the
rotation axis of the G alaxy. If the ux at the Earth is
dom nated by particles whose lifetin e in the solar sys—
tem is greater than the period ofthe Sun’sm otion about
the G alactic center, the use oftim e-averaged distribution
function is appropriate.

W e use Liouville’s theorem to nd the haloDF foran
arbitrary point in the Sun’spotentialwell. N eglecting the
graviational potential of the planets and the extrem ely
rare Interactionsbetw een dark m atterparticles, each par-
ticke’s energy E is conserved:

1
E = Evﬁ (50)

= %v2+ ); (51)

w here v is the speed ofparticle w ith respect to and in the
graviational sphere of in uence ofthe Sun, and (r) is
the gravitational potential of the Sun ( = GM =r
forr> R ,whereR representsthe surface ofthe Sun).

Thus, the DF within the Sun’s potentialwell is
f@iv) = £ @vs iv)); (52)
p

2 (@ + v2: (53)

Vs (55 V)
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An in portant consequence of this result is that the dis-
UJbuﬂg,ion function is dentically zero for local velocities
v < 2 () = Vesc (r) below the escape velocity at
that distance.

B . A strophysics A ssum ptions

The Sun: The Sun is m odeled as spherical and non—
rotating. T he graviational potential and chem ical com -
position are described by the BS(OP) solar m odel [B6].
W e include the elements 'H, ‘He, 12C, N4, %0, 2°Ne,
24M g, 2851, and %°Fe in com puting the elastic scattering
rate.

W e treat the Sun w ith the \zero-tem perature" approx—
in ation (ie., the solarnucleiare at rest) since the kinetic
energy of nucki in the Sun ismuch less than the kinetic
energy ofdark m atter particles. At the center ofthe Sun,
the tem perature isT. 10 K, so the average kinetic en—
ergy of a nucleus is of order

Ka = 2kT¢ (54)
1 kev : (55)

In the cooler outer layers ofthe Sun, the nuclkihave even
Iess kinetic energy. In contrast, the kinetic energy ofdark
m atter particles in the Sun is of order

K m v2 (56)

esc

m
10 ———— kev: (57)
100 Gev

I".I;he m s velocity of the nuckar species A is hv? i'™2 =
2Kp=mp 500ma=GeV) !*? km s', owerthan the
16 km /s speed of dark m atter particlks. T herefore, to
good approxim ation, one can treat the baryonic species
In the Sun asbeing at rest (ie., having T = 0)

The Solar System : The solar system is m odeled as
having only one planet, Jupier, sinhce Jupiter has the
largest m ass of any planet by a factor of 3.3 and there-
fore dom inatesgravitationalscattering. W e place Jupier
on a circular orbit about the Sun, w th a sem im a praxis
ay = 5203 AU, its current value, for the entire sim ula—
tion, since its eccentricity is only e 0:05 [B7], and the
fractional variation in its sem im apraxisis < 10 ° over
the lifetin e of the solar system [B8]. Jupiter ism odeled
as having constant m ass density to sim plify calculations
of particle tra fctories. This is not a realistic represen—
tation of Jupiter’s actualm ass densiy but only a small
fraction of particles scattered by Jupiter actually pene—
trate the planet. W IM P baryon interactions in Jupiter
are neglected since the optical depth of Jupiter is am all
enough that the probability ofeven one scatter occurring
In the sim ulation is signi cantly less than unity.

T he orbi of Jupiter de nes the reference plane for the
sin ulation. The Earth’s orbit is assum ed to be coplanar
w ith the reference plane, since the actual relative incli-
nation ofthe two orbits is currently onk 1.3 .



C . Initial C onditions

T he goalofthis section is to com pute the rate ofelas—
tic scattering ofhaloW IM P sby baryons in the Sun onto
bound orbits, as a function of the energy and angular
mom entum of particles after the scatter. W e also show
how we use this to choose the Initial starting positions
and velocities of the particles. There are two natural
approaches to this problem : (i) Sam ple the dark m atter

ux through a shell a distance R > R from the cen—
ter of the Sun, treating scatter in the Sun probabilisti-
cally, and keeping only those particles w hich scatter onto
E arth-crossing bound orbits. (i) Calculate the scatter—
Ing probability in the Sun directly. T he second approach
ism ore e cient, and this is the one described below .
T he iniial energy of a dark m atter particlk is

1

E = om V + (®) (58)
1

= om vV e @) (59)

where we have expressed the gravitational potential in
tem s of the local escape velocity from the Sun. The
nalenergy of the dark m atter particle is

0

E°= E OQ (60)
1
= om v @ (61)

where Q is the energy transfer between the dark m atter
particle and the nucleus during the collision. T he energy
transfer can be expressed in tem s of the center-ofm ass
scattering angle as (cf. Eg. AD5)

2
1
Q Wjcos )= 2B 2 L oS ; 62)
ma 2
w here
mam
A = A" (63)
mpa +m

is the reduced mass for a nuclear species of nucleon
number A. The maxinum energy transfer Qp .x =

2 2v?=m, occurs if the dark matter particle is back—
scattered, ie.,, = . Sincewe are interested in particles
that scatter onto bound, Earth-crossing orbits,! the in—
teresting range of outgoing energy is

GM m 0

205a ) 0 (64)

1 In principle, particles scattered to bound orbits with a < a =2
could later evolve onto E arth-crossing orbits. However, the
torque from Jupiter is never high enough to pulla particle w ith
a < a =2 onto an Earth-crossing orbit unless ((@a =2) a)=a <
10 3. M oreover, each additional scatter in the Sun reduces the
energy of the orbit in the lim it of a cold Sun, so the sem im ajr
axism ay only shrink.
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wherea isthe sem im a praxisoftheE arth’sorbit, w ith
the low erbound determ ined by the fact that the aphelion
of a highly eccentric orbit is 2a.

For a given incom Ing energy E , it m ay not be kine-
m atically possible to scatter into the full range ofbound,
E arth-crossing orbits. In particular, if E Onmax =
E2 ., > 0, the partick cannot scatter onto a bound orbit
at all. Therefore, the lower bound on allowed outgoing
energy is

GM m

Ewm=max oo imNE  Onax ();0) ;(65)
w hile the upper bound rem ains
E° = 0: (66)

m ax

Thus scattering rate of particles onto bound, Earth-
crossing orbits is

dN- X d
— =14 r2nA (r)v3—Af (r;v)
drd ,dvdQ N do

0

R r) [ E7]
E° E . 67)

where we have in posed spherical sym m etry on the Sun,
¢ isthe solid angle in the Sun, f x;v) is the distribution

function n Eq. (52),d a=dQ istheW IM P -nucleus cross

section Eqg.Al),and (%) isthe step function. Since

dE %= dQ; (68)

we can write Eq. (67) as

dN- X d
_ 4 anA (r)v3 d—QAf (r;v)

®R r) [ EY
E° E.L (69

By sam pling this distrbution, we nd the iniialenergy,
speed, and scattering position vector ofthe W IM P s.

The outgoing energy is distributed uniform Iy unless
there is kinem atic suppression. T he kinem atic suppres—
sion ism ost pronounced for largeW IM P m assesand very
negative energies because, n order for a particle to scat—
ter onto a bound orbit,

p m ma
Vs 2 Vesc () (70)
m ma

where vy is the particle velocity at in niy. Heavy dark
m atter particles can only scatter onto bound orbits if
their velocities at in niy are only a an all fraction of
the escape velocity from the Sun a distance r from the
Sun. For energies for which the kinem atic suppression
is m inin al, we express the unifom iy of dN- =dE ° in



temm s of the sem +m apraxis. ShceE%= GM =2a Pr
particles on elliptical orbits, dN- =da / a 2, or
d logN-
—_— = 1: (71)
dloga

T herefore, m ost particles scatter onto relatively an allor-
bits.

The angular m om entum of each scattered particle is
in the range J 2 D;rv’], where r is the radiis from the
center of the Sun at which the particle scatters. To de-
term Ine the distrbution ofm agnitudes and directions for
the angularm om entum , we assum e that the direction of
the nalvelcity v° is isotropically distrouted w ith re—
spect to the position vector r. Ifwe specify  to be the
colatitude of the velocity vector w ith respect to the po-
sition vector, and the m agniude of the angular m om en—
tum is J = rv’si ,, then the distrbution i angular
momentum at xed r; v°has the orm

dg?

dN- / dcos = pP—":
2r2v® 1 P=(r2v®)

(72)

The e ect ofkinem atic suppression due to a largeW IM P
m ass is that the particles that do scatter onto bound or-
bits can only do so close to the center of the Sun where
Vesc 1s highest. This reduces the m axIn um angularm o—
mentum of the outgoing particle, and so eccentricity is
an increasing function ofW M P m ass.

By sam pling Eqg. (69),Eqg. (72), and the azin uth ofv?®
w ith respect to the position vector, we fully specify the
6-din ensional initial conditions ofthe W MM P s, sam pled
to the sam e density as they would actually scatter in the
Sun.

D . Simulation Speci cs

T he goals of the sin ulations are to predict the direct
and indirect detection signals from particlesbound to the
solar system (relative to the signal from unbound parti-
cles) as a function ofm  and the elastic scattering cross
section. The sinulate orbis for a variety of W M P pa-—
ram eters and then interpolate the resuls for other values
of those param eters.

W e ran four sets of sim ulationsw ith di erent choicesof
m and S'.The rstsinulation, callld \DAMA ", used
m = 60 atom ic mass units AMUs) and S' = 10 %
an?. These param eters lie in the DAM A annualm od—
ulation region [B9, 60]. A second simulation, called
\CDM S", used the sasmeW IM P mass as In the DAM A
sin ulation but a cross section two orders of m agnitude
ower, S' = 10 43 @ ?, below the m ninum of the
CDM S 2006 exclusion curve Fig. 4). Two more sin —
ulations were chosen to have ' = 10 ** an? but w ith
larger W M P masses. The \M edium M ass" sim ulation
usesm = 150 AM U, and the \Large M ass" sin ulation
usesm = 500AM U, sslected to explore the dependence
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FIG .4: Points in the SI m param eter space used for the

solar capture sin ulations, plotted along w ith exclusion curves
from recent experin ents. T his plot was generated w ith
http ://dendera berkeley edu/plotter/entryform htm 1.

of the sinulationson W M P m ass. T he choices form
and $' are plotted in Fig. 4 in addition to some re-
cent direct detection results. The details on the mnitial
conditions of the sin ulations are sum m arized in Table I.

Since Integrating the orbits ofparticles in the solar sys—
tem is com putationally expensive, i is m ore In portant
to integrate just enough orbits to determ ine the approx—
In ate size of the bound DF relative to the unbound dis-
tribution, and to get a sense ofwhich e ectsm atter the
m ost, than it is to get am allerror barson the DF . This
principle guides our choices in the sizes of the ensambles
of particles.

T he num ber of particles sin ulated N, In each of the
solar capture sim ulations is given in Tablk I. W e follow
particles w ith sem im a pr axes slightly below the E arth-
crossing threshold so that ifthe sam im a praxis increases
m odestly during the sim ulation, the contribution to the
E arth-crossing ux is included. Few er particleswere sin —
ulated in the runs with lower cross section because the
lifstin es were far longer than n the DAM A run.

W e use the owchart In Fig. 5 to sketch the simu-
lation algorithm . There are six things that need to be
set in order to run the sin ulations: starting conditions;
the radius r. at which the heliocentricbarycentric coor-
dinate change needs to be m ade; m ethods for initializing
h and potentially changing h at later tim es; conditions



TABLE I:Solar capture sin ulations

Name m BMU] $'im®) Np, B> 048AU]
DAM A 60 10 1078586
CDM S 60 10 *3 145223
M edium M ass 150 10 *3 144145
Large M ass 500 10 148173

for passing through and scattering in the Sun; the size of
the bubble about Jupiter, k , and the accuracy criterion
JE=E J and conditions for tem inating the sim ulation.

Follow Ing the ow chart, we discuss each point in tum.

Starting Conditions W e sam ple the distribution of
W IM P s initially scattered into the solar system accord-
ing to Egs. (69) and (72). Once we have detem ined
the Iniialposition and velocity ofeach W IM P, we trace
the W IM P s back to perihelion and start the integration
there. W e follow allparticles after the Initial scatter, us—
Ing the map to evolve the particles to the Sun bubbl
wall 0.1 AU) using m ap described In Section IIC 1. In
order to acoount for the fact that particles m ay experi-
ence a second scatter before lkeaving the Sun forthe st
tin e, we perform a rescattering M onte Carlo when we
construct the DF's.

O nce the particles have reached the bubbl boundary,
we Iniialize the adaptive tin e step sym plectic integra-—
tor (Section IIA), settingh = 10 8 R ! yrand integrat-
ing the equations of m otion in heliocentric coordinates.
W ith this choice of initialh, a particle w ith initial sem i
mapraxisa= 1AU willbe integrated wih 4:7 16
steps/orbit, whilke a particle with a = 100 AU will be
integrated with 457 10 steps/orbit. W e choose such
a anallh to m inin ize errors near perihelion, which is
the poInt In the orbi at which errors are largest (Sec—
tion ITB). If the sam im a pr axis exceeds r.=2, i m ay
be necessary to change to barycentric coordinates before
the particle reaches aphelion for the rsttime.

Coordinate Change For the weak scattering simula—
tions,weset = 0:1 [Eqg. 42), thus setting the transition
radius between the heliocentric and barycentric coordi-
nated regines to r. = 53 AU . This is Jarge enough that
only a sn all percentage of particles routinely cross the
transition radiis, but sm all enough that the heliocentric
potentialdoes not have too large a contribution from the
iIndirect potential.

Settingh: A fter the particles reach their rst aphelion,
h is reset according the values listed in Table II. These
values ofh are chosen such that both errors at perhhelion
(JE=E j< 10 *) and near Jupiter (JE=E j< 10 °)
are an all. The combination of the values of h and the
Jupier bubbl radius ]o+ (see below ) were determ ined
em pirically. W e used slightly sm allervaliesofh forsom e
sem Imapraxesin theCDM S,M ediuim M ass, and Large
M ass runs com pared to the DAM A run in order to check
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TABLE II: The ctitious tine step h as a function of sem i-
mapr axisa for the DAM A simulation and the sim ulations

with §°=10 ** an® DM S,M edium M ass, Large M ass).

DAMA 5T=10 ¥ an?
a RU] h R 'yl h Ryl
a< 05 1 10° 1 10°
0775 a< 1 7 10° 7 10°
11 a< 16 6 10° 6 10°
16 a< 22 5 10° 2 10°
22 a< 35 4 10° 2 10°
35 a< 62 3 10° 15 10°
62 a< 11 2 10° 1 10°
11 a< 13 9 10° 2 10°
13 a< 22 2 10° 2 10°
22 a< 30 2 10° 2 10°
30 a< 45 1 10° 1 10°
45 a< 120 6 107 6 10’
120 a< 200 4 10’ 4 10’
200 a< 500 3 107 3 107
a > 500 or unbound 2 10’ 2 10’

that the behavior of Iong-lived W IM P s was not an arti-
fact of the choice of param eters.

A partick’s energy (and hence, sam im a pr axis) m ay
change throughout the sin ulation. If the energy changes
by 20% orm ore from when the particle enters the Jupiter
bubble to when it exits, the particle is agged to have h
adjisted at the next aphelion. W e do not readjist h af-
ter every aphelion, or after each tim e the particle passes
through the bubble, because very frequent changes In h
can induce grow ing num erical errors in the Jacobi con—
stant. W e in pose any changes in h at aphelion instead
ofthe bubbl boundary, since we have determ ined exper-
In entally that aphelion is the optin alpoint at which to
change h.

The Sun Bulbbke W hen a particle rst crosses Into the
bubbl about the Sun, we calculate its perihelion. If the
perihelion is snaller than 2R , we proceed to m ap is
current position and velociy to its position and velocity
as i exits the bubbl according to the prescription of
Section IIC 1. If the perihelion lies w thin the Sun, we
employ a M onte Carlo simulation of scattering In the
Sun @Appendix B). The vast m aprity of the tim e, the
particle does not scatter, and we sin ply use them ap to
m ove the particle to the edge ofthe bubble. Ifthe particle
rescattersonto an orbi w ith sem im a praxisa < 03AU,
we tem nate the integration. If the particle rescatters
onto an orbit with a > 03 AU, we evolve the new orbit
to the edge of the bubble, and then resum e the adaptive
tin e step sym plectic ntegration.

The Jupiter Bukbk For the DAMA, CDM S, and
M ediuim M ass sinulations, we set the Jupiter bubble
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FIG . 5: Flowchart for the sim ulation algorithm for the solar capture experin ents.

boundary to be k, = 1:7 AU, and the accuracy crite-
rion to be JE ¢=E¢j< 10 ® . W e adjisted this value
for som e particles n order to speed up the integration
In cases where particles had generically slightly an aller
nitial JE ;=K ;ijthan jE £=E¢j and took a longer tin e
with JE ¢=E¢j= 10 ® toreach a su ciently atplateau

In JE ¢=E¢jthan wih a slightly lJarger accuracy crite—
rion.Weseth = 34 AU past 500 M yr for the M edium

M ass sin ulation to determ ine if there were any e ects of
a larger I, on the orbits. Therewerenoe ectson theDF

resulting from this change. For the Large M ass sin ula—
tion, we experin ented w ith a lower value of the accuracy

criterion ( JE ¢=E¢j< 2 107 forthe rst 500 M yr,
JE ¢=E¢j< 3 107 later) and a largerbubble, I, = 2:1
AU .Theonly e ect the lJargeraccuracy criterion had was
to raise slightly the m axin um energy error per orbit.

Stopping Conditions T here are three reasons for ter—
m hating an integration. If the particle crosses outw ard
through the shell r = 5000 AU, the integration stops.
P articles crossing this shell w ill rarely cross the Earth’s
orbi again. Secondly, ifthe particle rescatters in the Sun
onto an orbit with a < 03 AU, we hal the integration
since the particle will soon them alize in the Sun and
w il not cross the E arth’s orbit. T hirdly, we stop the in—



tegration ifthe particle survives foratinet = 45Gyr,
approxin ately the lifetin e of the solar system .

E. Com puting

Sin ulations were perform ed on three Linux beowulf
com puting clusters at P rinceton University. Each set of
sim ulations required 10° CPU cycleson 3 G H z dual core
Processors.

IV. DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS

B efore presenting the results of the sim ulations, we de—
ne som e tem s that w ill be used frequently In this sec—
tion. T he \heliocentric fram e" describesan nertial fram e
moving wih the Sun. \Helibcentric speeds" will refer
to speads relative to the Sun, m easured at the Earth as—
sum ing the E arth has zerom ass. T he \geocentric fram e"
refersto an inertial fram em oving w ith the Earth. Unless
otherw ise noted, geocentric W IM P speeds are those out—
side the potentialwellofthe Earth. T he \free space” dis—
tribution function, Eq. 49), is the angleaveraged halo
distrbbution function In an inertial fram e m oving w ith
the Sun, outside of the graviational sphere of n uence
of the Sun. The \unbound" distribution function refers
to the Liouville transfom ation of the free space distri-
bution function to the position of the Earth Eqg. 52),
including the e ects of the gravitational eld ofthe Sun
but not the Earth.

In Fig. 6, we present the one-din ensional geocen—
tric DF s divided by the halo W IM P num ber density n
(de ned In Section ITTA) for each smmulation. These
DFs have already been integrated over angles, and are
nom alized guch that the bound dark g atter density
N poung = dvW?f ), where f(v) = dfw). We
pt the DFs in Fig. 6(@) on a logarithm ic scale in or—
der to highlight the structures, while we plot the CDM S
sinulation (Tablk I) DF on a linear scale in Fig. 6{©)
to com pare the sin ulation results with theoretical DF's.
The DFs are based on (1 4) 18 passages of parti-
clesw ithin a height < z. = 10R oftheEarth’soroi,
and estim ated using the technique describbed in A ppendix
C. The DFs are Insensitive to z., at least in the range
1< z. < 25R . Errorbars are based on 500 bootstrap
resam plings of the initial scattered particle distributions
for each simulation.

The m ost strking feature of the DF's is the sm allness
w ith respect to the DF ofhalo W IM P s unbound to the
solar system . This is In stark contrast to the prediction
ofD am our and K rauss [37]. In order to show why this is
the case, we exam ne the sim ulations In detail. Tnh partic—
ular, we (i) identify the features n the DF with speci c
types of orbits, (i) nd the lifetim e distrdoution of such
orbits, and (ili) determ ine what sets the lifetin e of those
orbits (eg. efction vs. rescattering and them alization
In the Sun). W ith these data, we m ay also determm ine
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how the DF varieswih W IM P m ass and cross section,
and estim ate them axinum DF consistent w ith 1im its on
the spin-independent cross section.

The DFs from the four sin ulations show sin ilarm or-
phologies, although the nom alization ofthe features dif-
fers. The m ost prom Inent feature n allfourDFs In Fig.
6 is the \high plateau" between 27 < v < 48 km st.
In order to identify which orbits contrbute to this
plateau, it is usefiilto exam ine the two-din ensionalDF .
il Fig.7,we show the two-din ensionalDF f (v;cos ) =

d fw;ocos ; ) Prthe CDM S sinulation (Tablk I) in
both (@) heliocentricand () geocentric coordinates. T he
angle between the velocity vector and the direction of
the Earth’smotion is , while is an azinuthal angl,
wih = 0 corresponding to the direction of the north
ecliptic poke if = =2. TheDFs are ptted on a log-
arithm ic scale to highlight structure. W e only show the
CDM S sinulation results in this gure since the phase
space structure of the DF is virtually the same in all
sin ulations.

From Fig. 7({), we identify the short arc between
27< v< 50km s' below cos < 05 wih the high
plateau, although there is a am all contrbution from the
other, Ionger arc. W e nd that the short arc in the geo—
centric D F corresponds to the trum pet—shaped feature n

the heliocentric DF below v < 38 km s' . For bound
orbits, the heliocentric speed at r= 1 AU is
"
1 #1-2
a
va) = 2 — v o (73)
a

where v is the orbital speed of the Earth. The helio—
centric speed v = 38 km s ! corresponds to the lowest
Jupiercrossing orbit, so the trum pet feature in the two—
din ensional heliocentric DF corresponds to orbits that
do not cross Jupiter’'s orbit.

The trum pet shape of the heliocentric DF (and the
narrow band iIn the geocentricDF') in Fig. 7 can be sin —
ply explaned. In Fig. 8, we calculate the energy and
angularm om entum for each point in velociy space. The
black region ofvelocity space represents unbound orbits.
A 1l points for which orbits are bound and have perihe-
lia inside the Sun are m arked In dark grey, while orbis
that are bound and cross Jupiter’s orbi are m arked in
Iight grey. The white regions correspond to bound or-
bits that neither enter the Sun nor cross Jupiter’s path.
If we were to Integrate the -slices shown ifFig. 8, we
would nd that the region in Fig. 8 corresponding to
Sun-penetrating orbits that do not cross Jupier exactly
m atches the parts of phase space we identi ed w ith the
high plateau.

Fig. 8 was com puted for a system w ithout planets.
O nce Jupiter is added, another type of orbi that m ay
exist is a bound orbit forwhich J, is xed but J is not.
An exam pl of this type of orbit is a Kozaicyck. In
thiscase, J, = a voos in the heliocentric fram e. In the
specialcasethat = =2,J = J,. Therefore, thepartsof
(v;cos ) phase space In the = =2 plane corresponding
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to Sun-penetrating orbits also cover orbisw ith J, xed
by the initial scatter in the Sun for other values of

T hus, the high plateau in the 1-din ensional geocentric
DF isbuit up by W MPswith a < ag =2 and smallJ,
but not necessarily sanallJ.

T he second feature ofthe distribution fiinctions in F ig.
6 is the \low plateau." This is the relatively at part of
the distribution function that extends from 10 km st
to 70 km s! . This feature corresponds 1 the long arc
In thetwodin ension DF in Fig. 7 and the stripe betw een
38< v< 42km s’ in the helivcentric DF . From Fig.

1 3

8, we identify this feature with bound, Jupiercrossing
orbits. Small gaps exist In the heliocentric DF wih
v> 40km s' and cos < Oand 38 < v< 40km s’
and cos > 0 because these regions of phase space are
haccessble to W IM P s initially scattered in the Sun In
the restricted threebody problem . This translates to a
truncation ofthe low plateau at the extrem a In geocentric
speed.

The third common set of features In the one-
din ensional geocentric distrbution function are spikes
In the low plateau. These spikes result from the long-—
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lifetim e tail of Jupiter<crossing or nearly Jupiter-crossing
particles that spend signi cant tim e near m ean-m otion
resonances or on Kozai cycles. The mimum sem i-
m apr axis for these spikes corresponds to the 3:1 reso-
nance,a 2:5 AU .Long lifetin e tails due to \resonance—
sticking" orbits have also been observed in sin ulations of
com ets [61, 62]. The error bars on the spikes are large
due to the an allnum bers of long-lived resonance-sticking
particles in each sinulation. There is also som e P oisson
noise in the height ofthe spikesbetween sin ulations due
to the sm all num ber long-lived W IM Ps in each sinula—
tion.

Next, we show the lifetime distrbution of bound
W IM Ps and dem onstrate which m echanisn s (them al-
ization or efction) temm inates the contrbution of orbits
to the DF. In Fig. 9, we present the lifetin e distrbu-
tions forallW M PsintheDAMA,CDM S,M edium M ass
and Large M ass sin ulations. There are several notable
features in this plot. First, and m ost striking, m any of
the bound particles survive or very long tin es| up to
10 1¢ yr. However, in none ofthe sin ulations is there
a large population of particles that survive for tin es of
order the age of the solar system , although there is a
an allpopulation that does (the notch at 455 Gyrin Fig.
9). Secondly, the lifetin e distrbution functions of the
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FIG . 9: Particle lifetin e distributions forthe DAM A (solid),
CDM S (dot-dashes), M edium M ass (short dashes), and Large
M ass (long dashes) sin ulations.



CDM S, M edium M ass, and Large M ass runs are very
sin ilar. However, these lifetin e distribbutions are quite
di erent from that ofthe DAM A simulation. The di er-
ences In the lifetin e distribbutions are due alm ost entirely
to the elastic scattering cross section, at last for the
range of W IM P m asses we consider.

In oxder to both explain these features in the lifetim e
and phase space distrbution functions, it isusefiill to ex—
am Ine the lifetin e distrdbbutionsasa function ofthe nitial
sem im a praxis aj, as shown in Fig. 10.

The largest feature n Fig. 9 is the strong peak at
4 16 yr for the DAM A sinulation and t 1¢ yr
for the sinulations with ' = 10 ** an?, which we
call the \rescattering peak." It encom passes the m a pr-
ity of particles in each simulation. This feature results
from W IM P s that rescatter in the Sun before they are
efcted from the solar system by Jupiter or precess onto
orbits that do not intersect the Sun. This rescattering
peak iso setbetween DAM A and the other sim ulations
because the lifetin e is nversely proportionalto the scat—
tering probability in the Sun, t; / pl .

T here is one im portant di erence in the com position
of the rescattering peak between the DAM A and other
sinulations. In Fig. 10, we show that particles on
Jupitercrossing orbits exhibit a rescattering feature n
the DAM A simulation but not in the other sin ulations.
Indeed, about 23% of Jupitercrossing particles in the
DAM A sin ulation are rescattered in the Sun, whike< 2%
are rescattered in the other sim ulations. T his is because
the tin escale on which Jupiter can perturb the perihelia
of Jupitercrossing orbits out of the Sun is signi cantly
shorter than rescattering tin escales orthe 3= 10 *
an ? sin ulations, but the tw o tin escales becom e closer at
higher cross sections.

Another featureoccursatt; 10 yr, which we callthe
\efction peak." This feature occurs at the sam e tin e for
each sinulation, and from Fig. 10 we see that this arises
from Jupitercrossing orbis. The m edian tim e at which
this feature occurs is independent of $' since ejection,
not rescattering, sets the lifetin e of these W M Ps. The
slope ofthe Jupitercrossing lifetin e distribbution changes
near 10 M yr for all sinulations. W IM P s that have
t; > 10 M yr are resonance-sticking, and their lifetim e
distribution goesasN () / t ,where is slightly less
than one.

A third feature, called the \quasiK ozaipeak," is cen-—
tered at t 1¢ yr in the DAMA sinulation, and
t; 16 yr 1 the other sinulations. The fature is seen
In the 15AU a < 2AU and 2AU a < ay=2
bins of Fig. 10. The W IM Ps In the quasiK ozai peak
are not on true K ozai cycles because of signi cant in—
teractions w ith m ean-m otion resonances. In the simu-—
lations, particles in the quasiK ozai peak are observed
to altemate between rescattering peak-type orbits w ih
perihelion well inside the Sun, and oxoits that look lke
K ozaicycles. Both the sem im a praxisand J, vary w ith
tin e; neither is conserved although the com bination giv—
Ing the Jacobiconstant Cy is xed Eqg. 20). There are
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som e orbits at the low end of the sem im a pr axis range
15AU0 < a g, =2 or which a and J, are conserved
and the K ozaidescription is accurate.

Them edian lifetin e ofW IM P son quasiK ozaicyclesis
w elldescribed by =P 300= ,whereP istheW IMP
orbial period and is the optical depth through the
center of the Sun. T his in plies that particles are eventu-—
ally ram oved from E arth-crossing orbits by rescattering
In the Sun. T he height of the rescattering peak relative
to the quasiK ozaipeak is greater in the DAM A sinula—
tion than the other sin ulationsbecause the opticaldepth
In the Sun is Jarge enough that particles originating desp
w ithin the Sun rescatter before the torque from Jupiter
can pull the perihelion tow ards the surface of the Sun.

T he Purth feature isnot obvious in Fig. 9, but isonce
the lifetim e distrdbution isdisplayed on logarithm ic scales
In Fig. 10. This feature is the \K ozaipeak." This peak
is ocated at about t; 16 yr ©or the DAM A sinula—
tion, and near ty t = 45 Gyr for the other smula—
tions. This feature resuls from particles whose orbial
evolution can be described by K ozai cycles (@, J, con—
served), of which we see both circulating and lbrating
populations. For the CDM S, M ediuim M ass, and Large
M ass sin ulations, the peak is at t because that is the
tin e at which we tem inate the simulations. P articles
on these orbis have a; < 15 AU, and origihate in the
outer r > 05R  in the Sun. They constitute only a
anall fraction ( 0:1% ) ofallorbitswith g < 15 AU,
but dom inate the lifetim e distrlbbution of particles w ith
lifstin es > 10% yr. The median lifetin e of particles on
K ozaicycles dependson theW IM P -nuclkon cross section
in the orm =P 10= ,where again  is the optical
depth through the very center of the Sun ( 10° or
DAMA, 10° for the other sin ulations).

Now that we have identi ed the types and lifetin es of
bound W IM P orbits, we see how these com e together to
build up the phase space DF asa function ofW IM P m ass
and cross section.

A . The D istribution Function as a Function of ;'

W ehave denti ed (i) which rangeofinitialsem im a pr
axis a; corresponds to the features in the geocentricDF's
In Fig. 6, and (i) described the lifetin e distrdbutions
of W IM P s. Next, we descrbe the com position (ot just
In tem s of the sem Im apr axis a; but by the type of
orbit) and height of the DF's as a function of S'. This
is m ost easily illistrated w ith the tin e-evolution of the
DFs,whichweshow nFig. 11 forthe (@) DAM A and ()
CDM S sinulations. W e focus on these two simulations
since the salient results of the M edium M ass and Large
M ass sinulations closely resesmble those of the CDM S
run. In each plt, we show distrbution finctions as a
function of tin e since the birth of the solar system , or
t= 10° yr, t = 107 yr, t = 10% yr, t = 10° yr, and
t=t = 45Gyr.

The low plateau, com posed of Jupitercrossing parti-
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FIG . 10: Lifetin e distrbbutions as a function of iniial sem im a pr axis.

cles, has reached equilbrium in both 10 year rboth
sinulations. The only growth in the low plateau after
10 M yr com es from particles on resonance-sticking or-
bits that pum p up the spikes. The tim e evolution of the
low plateau (put not is nal equilbrium height) is In-
dependent of cross section over two orders of m agnitude
In W IM P baryon cross section because the equilbrium

tin escale isessentially the eection tin escale. T he height
of the low plateau is proportional to the rate at which
particles are niially scattered onto Jupier-crossing or—
bits, N, . Sihce the scattering rate is proportional to
the cross section, the height of the low plateau is pro—
portional to the spin-independent cross section, at least
In these sin ulations. O ne would expect that the plateau
height would grow less rapidly with S7 ifthe lifetin esof
Jupiercrossing W IM P s were dom inated by rescattering
In the Sun, not efpction from the solar system .

T he absolute height ofthe soikes is sin ilarly related to

N, and the relative ejection and rescattering tin escales;
the soikes In the DAM A sim ulation are m ore prom nent
than in the CDM S sin ulation because N, is two orders
of m agniude larger. The tin eevolution of the soikes
can be explhined by the ollow ing. The lifetime dis—
tribution of spke W MPs allsasN () / t , where

is slightly less than one. The rate at which W M Ps
cross the E arth’s orbit is N+ (t) = const if the long-lived
W IM P s are resonance-sticking. T herefore, the total con—
tribution of the spike W M Psto the DF beyond tine t
goes as

Z ¢

fopike & 1)/ N ()N, )at’ (74)

t

/ £ t (75)

T his argum ent is only strictly true if the types of spike
orbits is independent ofthe lifetin e distrbution, which is
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uncertain due to the sn all num ber statistics of the spike
W M Ps. However, in Fig. 11, som e of the spikes either
grow linearly with tin e or do not grow at all for som e
stretches of tim e. T his phenom enon is due to the sm all
num bers of long-lived resonance-sticking particles. For
an ndividualwWw M P, f(v) / tift< 1 and £ (v) is xed
fort> .

T he tin e evolution of the high plateau is di erent be—
tween theDAM A and CDM S sinulations. In theDAM A
sinulation, by t = 1 M yr, nearly all of the rescattering
peak W IM P s have rescattered and them alized in the
Sun, as have a signi cant fraction of the quasiK ozai
W IM Ps. At this point, the high plateau in the range
27km s' < v < 45km s® is buil up by roughly
sim ilar contrbutions from rescattering and K ozai peak
W M Ps. The contrbution of KozaiW IM P s relative to
rescattering peak W IM P s at a particular tin e can be es—
tin ated using

fK ozai t

i (76)

frescatt
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where fx 5,531 is the DF due to Kozaicycling W M Ps,
frescate that of rescattering peak W M Ps, is the frac—
tion of W MPswih a < 15AU on Kozaicycls, and
th eq Is the m edian lifetin e of rescattering peak W IM P s.

10° ©r W M Ps experiencing K ozai cycles, and
th ed 10 V¥, 0 fx ozai=frescatt latt= 1Myr.
T his assum es that the increase in the DF fora Kozaicy—
cling W IM P as a function of tim e is sin ilar to that ofa
W IM P on a rescattering peak-type orbit. T he feature in
the DF between 45km s* < v< 50km s’ isdue to
quasiK ozaiW IM Ps.

The high plateau grow s substantially between t = 1
M yrand t= 100 M yr, although not strictly linearly be-
cause scatters In the Sun rem ove K ozaiand quasitK ozai
W M Ps from Earth-crossing orbits. The error bars on
the DF increase with tin e as the everdecreasing num —
ber ofEarth-crosshgW IM Ps Fig. 10) build up theDF.
A fter 100 M yr, the high plateau grow s very slow ly until
it reaches equilbriim by t = 1 Gyr; In our sin ulation
of8 10 W M Psw ith orbits interior to Jupiter’s orbit,
only oneW M P hasa lifetime of1 Gyr.

Even though we sinulate 10 W IM Ps on K ozaicy—
cles, we are clearly undersam pling those with t; > 10°
yr. To estin ate how much larger the DF could be, we
note that the lifetin e distrdbbution ofK ozaiWw M P sw ih
;> 100M yriswell tby N () / t 2 . Ifwe assum e that
the rate at which the long-lived W IM P s contribute to
theDF asa function oftim e is the sam e as for the K ozai
W IMPs we simulate, then N (t) = const. Therefore,
according to Eqg. (74), the part of the DF built after
tine t is fx 0zai (v;> t) / t! . For the high plateau,
fx ozai ;> 108 y1)  fx ozas Vit > 10° y1), SO we be—
lieve that we have not underestin ated the high plateau.

A m apr consequence of this equilbrium distribution
is that the high plateau of the DF f (v)=n is xed es—
sentially xed above a certain cross section. Since the
lifttine of Kozaiorbits ty / ( 5%) ', we nd that the
high plateau isis xed for $'> 10 * an?.

The tin e evolution of the distribution function is a

bit di erent in the simulations for which $' = 10 %3

an?. At t= 1M yr, the high plateau is dom nated by
rescattering peak W M P s, which have a m edian lifetin e
thea 10 yr.Between t= 1M yrand t= 100 M yr, the
growth In the high plateau is m ostly due to the long-
lifetim e tail of the rescattering peak W MM Ps and the
quasiK ozaiW IM Ps. This isbecause fx ozai=frescatt 1
only ort 1¢ yr. Fort> 100 M yr, the high plateau
isdom inated by K ozaiW IM P s. To detem ne ifwe su —
ciently sam pled the K ozaipopulation, we com pared the
DF derived from the DAMA smulation when the in-
tegrated optical depths were equivalent to those In the
CDM S sinulation (ife ect, com paring the DAM A sim u—
lation att= 107 yrwih theCDM S sinulation att= 10°
yr). W e found the D F's to be consistent w ith each other.
Unlke in the DAM A sin ulation, a num ber of particles
have lifetim es longer than the age of the solar system
( 100 outof 18). 0 ne consequence ofthis is that the
D F s should be som ew hat an aller than the DAM A distri-



bution function, since thehigh plateau ofthe DAM A sim —
ulation has reached equilbriim by the present but the

5T =10% an? distribution functions are still grow -
Ing. In fact, we nd that the high plteau is about a
factor of three am aller for the CDM S sim ulation than for
the DAM A simulation. As SI decreases, so should the
height of the high plateau. For $' < 10 ** an?, the
high plateau should be dom inated by rescattering peak
orbits.

In summ ary,we ndthatwhiletheDF for 3= 10 41

an ? is dom inated by KozaiW IM P s, there is som e con—
tribution from long-lived Jupiercrossing W M Ps @I
though the error bars are large due to small number
statistics). A s the cross section decreases, the Jupier—
crossing com ponent ofthe num ber density also decreases,
and the K ozaiand quasiK ozai contributions dom inate.
However, the KozaiW IM P s fail to reach equilbrium , so
the overallDF goes down as a function of decreasing
cross section. Below 104 an?, we expect the DF to
be dom inated by the rescattering peak W IM P s.

B . The D istribution Function as a Function ofm

T here is little variation in the m orphology of the life-

tin e distrbutions or the three sin ulations w ith SI =

10 %3 an?. T he shape ofthe lifetin e distrbution appears
to be determ ined aln ost sokly by the elastic scattering
cross section, not the particle m ass, at least n the range
ofm asses considered in these sin ulations. It is possble
that these distributions (in lifetim e and density com po—
sition) for a very high or very low massW MM P would
perhaps look di erent from those n Fig. 10.

However, the DFs in Fig. 6 did show som e variation
wih W IMP mass. There are three e ects that m ight
Induce a m ass dependence on the DF . (i) The m ass can
a ectthe initialenergy and angularm om entum distribbu-—
tion ofbound W IM P s. A sdiscussed in Section ITIC, it is
Increasingly di cul to scatter halo W IM P s onto bound
orbits as the W IM P m ass ncreases. The m axinum en-
ergy transfer Q, 5x approaches an asym ptote for large
W IM P m asses, but the unbound W IM P energy increases
since energy E / m Thus, the m nimum scattered
partick energy E%= E  Qp in Increases or xed mitial
speed but increasing W IM P m ass. However, this is not
expected tobeam apre ect orthe range ofm assesused
In the sim ulations.

The angularm om entum distribution isalso a ected by
the W IM P m ass, as param etrized by the niial particle
perihelion in Fig. 12. A s discussed in Section ITIC, the
maximnum angularm om entum decreases w ith increasing
m sihce high m ass particles scattering onto bound or-
bis must do so at an aller distances from the center of
the Sun. Thus, theM ediim M ass and Large M ass sin u—
lations have a de cit of lJarge perihelion particles relative
to the CDM S simnulation. Since KozaiW IM P s originate
In the outskirts of the Sun, this suggests that there w ill
be fewer particles on Kozaicycles as the W M P mass
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ncreases.

(i1) The particle m ass a ects the rescattering prob—
ability in the Sun. In Egq. @B8), we show that the
scattering probability along a path 1 is proportional to
d =dl1/ 1 , which is a m idly increas-
Ing function of W M P mass m (sihce Qo ax IS m ass—
dependent, Eg. 62). The optical depth for the Large
Mass sinulation m = 500 AMU) for a given path is
about 15% higher than form = 60 AM U . However,
while high mass W IM P s have a higher scattering prob—
ability than low mass W IM P s, they also rescatter far
m ore often onto Earth-crossing orbits. Therefore, it is
not clear from the outset whether high mass W M Ps
w il have longer or shorter lifetin es relative to low m ass
W IMPs.

(iil) TheW IM P m assalso a ectsthe overallam plitude
of the nalbound dark matter DF because the W IM P
m ass determm ines the scattering rate ofhalo particles onto
bound, E arth-crossing orbis. Forhigh m assW IM P s, the
total capture rate ofhalo W M P s in the Sun is kg., 63]

eQ nax=Qa

Neot=n / m 1. m map: 77)

The function N+,=n is plotted In Fig. 13 (@) for the

capture rate due to all species in the Sun (solid r=d)

and for scattering only on hydrogen (lie dots; calcu-
lated In the lm it of a cold Sun). The capture rate
of particles onto Earth-crossing orbits is shown In Fig.
13 ). Note that the capture rate N~ =n onto Earth-
crossing orbits is an increasing function of W M P m ass
until about m Tev ( 100 GeV in the case of only
hydrogen scattering). This is because Iow massW IMPs
m ay be scattered onto very an all orbits (whose aphelia

may be wihin the Sun), which are kinem atically sup-



pressed for highermassW IM P s. Even though the total
W IM P capture rate decreases for higher W IM P m ass,
those W IM P s that are captured are ncreasingly prefer—
entially scattered onto Earth-crossing orbits. T he fiinc-
tion N- =n tums overwhen m ost captured particles are
on E arth-crossing orbits, and then the function follow s
the fam iliarN- =n / m *!.
The consequence of these scattering rates of halo
W IM Ps in the Sun is that, if the DFs were otherw ise
Independent of W M P m ass, the high mass DFs would
be greater than the low mass DFs sinply due to the
prefactor N In Eg. (C13). In order to isolate the ef-
fects of W IM P m ass on the initial distribution of energy
and angularm om entum as well as subsequent rescatter—
ing, we divide the three DF's from the sin ulations w ith
5T =10% an® in Fig. 6(@) by N- and show these
functions in Fig. 14. The low plateaus do not appear to
be signi cantly di erent. There are som e discrepancies
in the spikes, which are due to the Iow num bers of Iong-
lived resonance-stickingW IM P s in each sin ulation. T he
high plateaus look relatively consistent w ith each other,
given the large error bars.

C. Maximum DF from Spin-Independent Solar
C apture

An important quantity to estin ate is the m axin um

allowed DF oconsistent w ith experin ental constraints on
ST.W e expect the point in m o' yielding thism ax—

inum DF to lie on the exclusion curve, but them axin al
point is determ ined by the shape ofthe curve for the fol-
Jow ing reason. Thebest lin tson  5* areshown in F ig. 4
and com e from the XENON10 fbelow m = 40G&V) and
CDM S (@bovem = 40 GeV) experin ents [32, 64]. The
exclusion curvesreach am ininum of 5* 4 10* an?
Intherangem = 20 70Gé&V.Below thesem asses, the
exclision curve rises sharply due to kinem atic reasons.
Above m 70 Ge&V, the exclusion curves rise / m
because the ux ofhalo W IM P s at the detector goes as

=m .
Since extensions to the standard m odelgenerically pre—
dictm > 100 GeV (w ith the notable exception of som e
gaugem ediated supersymm etry breaking m odels which
predict m 1 keV [65{68]), we focus on this part of
the exclusion curve [, 2, 5]. In the previous sections,
we found that (i) the high plateau dom inates the DF
at least up to ' = 10 %" an?, (i) this plateau is a
grow Ing flinction of cross section until it reaches equi-
lbriom for 5T > 10 ** an?, and (ifi) ora xed cross
section, £ (v)=n / N- =n , which reaches its m axin um
form 2TeV Fig. 13(p)). Ifthe CDM S exclusion
curve in Fig. 4 were extended to higherm ass, one would

nd that the exclusion curve hits ' = 10 ** an?® near

m = 2 TeV, which is exactly the point at which both
equilbriim in the high plateau is achieved and N—- =n
reaches itsm axin um .

In Fig. 15, we show the estinated DF form = 2
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TeVv and ' = 10 42 @ ?, which we interpret as the
maxinum possbleDF consistent w ith exclusion lim its if
son-independent scattering dom inates in the Sun. This
DF isbased on the DAM A sinulation DF, appropriately
scaled by W IM P cross section and mass. ThisDF yields
abound W IM P fraction (relative to the halo) which isa
factorof 4 greater than that ofthe DAM A sinulation.
In conclusion, we nd that even for the maximalDF
for bound W IM P s, the bound population is m ore than
three orders of m agniude an aller than the total halo
population at the Earth.

D . Extension to Spin-D ependent C apture

So far, we have only explored the dark matter DF
In the case where W IM P -nuclon scatters in the Sun
are dom inated by spin-independent, scalar interactions.
However, lm its on the spin-dependent W IM P -proton
cross section areO (L07) tin esweakerthan 5T, and spin—
dependent cross sections are generally higher than spin—
Independent cross sections in large parts of param eter
space for welkm otivated W M Ps. W e showed that the
low plateau ofthe solarcaptureD F, consisting of Jupiter—

crossingW MPs,growsasN- =n / Sfor SP. Sice
the constraintson 5P are somuch weakerthan on 51

P p /!
the low plateau could becom e large, reaching equilbrium

w hen rescattering in the Sun occurson tim escales shorter
than the tim e to pull the JupiercrossingW IM P perihe-
lia outside of the Sun.

In Fig. 16, we show a prediction for the low plateau
form = 500 AMU and 5P = 10 36 am?, if the only
dependence of the DF on the W M P cross section is
f &)/ N- . The cross section isabove the bestm SD
unlessm > 1TeV [69, 70], but is chosen to dem onstrate
an approxin atem axin um possblebound DF .At higher
cross sections, the Sun becom es optically thick toWw IM P
scattering, at which point we expect the W M P DF at
the Earth to drop dram atically. T he large central peak
in the predicted DF arises from the nearly radial orbits.
If the low plateau scales strictly with cross section un-—
til the Sun becom es optically thick, the Jupitercrossing
particles dom Inate the bound DF, and can swamp the
unbound DF at low speeds (v< 50 km s by,

H ow ever, there are som e indicationsw ithin the sim ula—
tionsthat the low plateau w illgrow less rapidly w ith cross
section than in this sin ple m odel. Recall that 98%
of Jupitercrossng W M Ps are efcted in the CDM S,
M ediim M ass, and LargeM ass sin ulations, but a an aller
fraction (  73% ) of W M Ps are efected In the DAMA
sin ulation. T herefore, a m ore carefilestin ate ofthe D F

To ndhow largetheW MM P DF can get, we estin ated
the bound W M P DF for various large spoin-dependent
cross sections ( 5P > 10 40 an?) using the DAM A sin —

ulation as a starting point, since it has the highest SI

and best statistics of all the spin-independent sin ula-
tions. W e scaled the totalopticaldepth ofeach particle in
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theDAM A sim ulation by an estin ate ofthe opticaldepth
for a particular spin-dependent cross section. For parti-
cles that were not on Jupitercrossing orbits, we scaled
the lifetim es by the ratio of the optical depth for the
particular soin-dependent cross section and the DAM A
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FIG .15: Theestin ated m axin um D F consistent w ith current
exclusion lim its if spin-independent scattering dom inates in
the Sun, ora W IMP massm = 2 TeV and W IM P -proton

cross section SI= 10 *2 an?.

optical depth. For the particles on Jupiter-crossing or-
bis, we used the optical depth data from the DAM A
sinulation to nd the approxim ate tin e at which each
particle hit a totalopticaldepth = 1 for the new cross
section, which we interpreted asthenew W IM P lifetin e.
W e calculated the D F's using the m ethods in A ppendix



Predicted DF for m, =500 AMU, 0, sp = 10736 ¢m?

8x10™’ : : ‘
Unbound ------
Prediction
6x107 1
&
@
E
= 4x107 ]
><
c
=
2x107 | 1
0 IR T I I I | I

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
v [km/s]

FIG .16: P redicted geocentricD F if SD =10 ** an?, assum -
ngfw)/ S'P HrJupiercrossing orbits. Thisprediction
isbased on the output ofthe DAM A sin ulation.

C, with the inclusion ofa M onte C arlo treatm ent of the
Iniial conditions to determ ine if captured W IM P s scat—
tered m ultiple tin es before they could leave the Sun.

T here are severalassum ptions In this approach. F irst,
we used the initial distribution of sem im a pr axis and
eccentricity derived from the DAM A sinulation w ithout
any kinem atic corrections due to the extrem e m ass dif-
ference between hydrogen atom sand W IM Ps. Thus, we
tend to overestin ate the K ozai contribution to the DF
since scattering in the outer part ofthe Sun is suppressed
forhighm . Thisalsounderestin atesthe contribution of
Jupiercrossing particles since the sem im a pr axis dis—
tribution skew sto higher a for lJarge in balances betw een
the W IMP a. However, between m = 60 AMU and
m = 500 AM U, the fraction of E arth—crossing particles
that are also Jupitercrossing only increases from 18:9%
to 215% if the particles scatter only on hydrogen.

Secondly, we did not recalculate optical depths for
each passage through the Sun. This would be too tim e~
consum ing. Instead, we scaled the optical depths ofeach
particle by the ratio of the scattering rate ofE = 0 halo
particlesw ith the new cross section to the scattering rate
of E = 0 halo particles In the DAM A sinulation. Since
bound E arth-crossing particles do not have energies that
vary signi cantly from E = 0 relative to typical energies
of unbound halo particles, using the ratio of the scat—
tering rates to scale the DAM A optical depths should
be a reasonable proxy for nding optical depths for spe—
ci cpathsthrough the Sun. H ow ever, this approxin ation
does neglect any di erences in the radialdistrdbutions of
hydrogen and heavier elem ents in the Sun, aswellas any
kinem atic e ects due to scattering o hydrogen rather
than heavier atom s.
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10 **,10 *’,and 10 *®* an®. The estinated DF for ;° =
13 10 *° an? is based on the DAM A sin ulation resul,
since the optical depth of the Sun for ;’I =10 * am? is

approxin ately the sam e as SD =13 10°% m?.

We estinated DFs orm = 60 AMU at SD =

13 10°°;10°%%;10 %, and 10 *® an?, and then ex-
trapolate the results to other W IM P m asses by rescaling
theDFsby N m ), the rate of scattering haloW M P s
on hydrogen to reach bound, E arth-crossing orbits. T he
cross section 5P =13  10°° an? yields sin ilar sam e
opticaldepths in the Sun as $' = 10 ** an?. W e used
50 bootstrap resam plings for each spin-dependent cross
section to estim ate the DFs. The results are shown In
Fig. 17,displaying f (v)=n foreach cross section against
the geocentric unbound DF .

T here are several key points this gure. The central
part of the DF for each cross section (v = 30 45 km
s 1) isapproxin ately independent ofcross section, w hich
is what one would expect if K ozai cycles dom inate this
region and particles have lifetim es of at least one K ozai
cycke. This region is relatively una ected by multiple
scattersbefore the W IM P sexit the Sun forthe rsttime
because the particles on K ozaicycles origihate In a part
of the Sun that still has very low opticaldepth, even for
the highest cross section considered. T he peak near 50
km s! is due to nearly radial Jupitercrossihg orbits.
The spikes in the low plateau grow for a whil and then
disappear, a consequence of rescattering in the Sun before
W IM P s can stick to resonances.

The most strikking result of Fig. 17 is that the low
plateau is quite a bi lower than the naive prediction
In Fig. 16. It appears that, whilk the low plateau
does rise for large W IM P proton cross sections, rescat—
tering in the Sun plays an Integral role in severely reduc—
Ing Jupitercrossing particle lifetines. W e nd that the



Iow plateau reaches approxim ately is maxinum value
if SP 10 3® an?. Even though the low plateau is
still very slow ly increasing between 5P = 10 *" an? for
v< 50km s’ , the plateau actually decreases between
going from 3P = 10°" an®to 3P = 10°° an?.This
isbecause W IM P sw ith geocentric speedsv > 50 an s *

are retrogradew ih respect to the planets in the solarsys—
tem , and the torques from the planets are less e ective
for retrograde than progradeW IM P s. T hus, the tin e for
W IM P perihelia to exit the Sun is longer for retrograde
W MM Ps than prograde W IM P s, and so the probabiliy
for a retrograde W IM P to rescatter in the Sun before its
perihelion exits the Sun for the rst tim e is signi cantly
higher than for a prograde W IM P . T herefore, the m axi-
mum Jlow plateau occurs for SP 103® an?, or about

SI °
o 103 an?.

Combining these results wih the maxinum DF for
spin-independent solar capture in Fig. 15, we nd that
particles captured to the solar system by elastic scatter-
Ing in the Sun are only sm all population relative to the
halo population at the E arth, even if the spin-dependent
W IM P-proton elastic scattering cross section is quite
large. In proving on the approxin ationswe used In this
section is unlkely to change this conclusion.

V. THEDIRECT DETECTION SIGNAL

D irect detection experin ents look for nuclear recoil of
rareW IM P nuclear interactions In the experim ental tar—
get mass. The W IM P -nuclkus scattering rate per kg of
detectorm ass per uni recoilenergy Q can be expressed
as [cf. 1]

Z
dR ma ! ! 3 d A
— = — d’v——vf x;Vv); (78)
do kg do

Vm in

whered , =dQ isthe di erential nteraction cross section
between a W MM P and a nuckus ofm assm , and atom ic
number A, and v is the velocity of the dark m atter par-
ticle w ith respect to the experim ent. The lower lim it to
the Integralin Eq. (78) is set to

Vi = maQ=2 )17 (79)

them nimum W IM P speed that can yield a nuclkar recoil
Q,Thedark matterDF attheEarth is f (x;Vv).

In this section, we w ill determ ne the m axin um possi-
ble contribution ofthe bound DF to the direct detection
rate. W e focus on the m axinum event rate from bound
W IM P s Instead ofexploring how thebound W IM P event
rate dependson W IM P m ass and elastic scattering cross
section since we expect the event rateto be an all. W eare
Interested In both the total excess signal due to bound
W IM P s for particular experim ents, as well as the con—
tribution to the di erential event rate, since the latter is
In portant for detem ining the W M P mass [31, 71].
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W e focus on directionally-insensitive direct detection
rates for spin-independent interactions, but the resuls
of this section can be applied qualitatively to soin-—
dependent interactions as well. There is another class
of direct detection experim ent that is directionally sen—
sitive [/2{76]. In principle, the bound W IM P s should
leave a unigue signal In such experim ents (see Fig. 7),
but i would be challenging to m easure this given the
an allbound W IM P density, current errors in directional
reconstruction, and high energy thresholds.

W e calculate the bound W M P event rate orm =
500 AMU and $' = 10* an? and a high spin-
dependent proton cross section ( 5 = 10 ** an?, ap-
proxin ately the point at which the Sun becom es optically
thick to W M Ps). W e choose this point In param eter
space because it yields the largest DF due to W M Ps
bound by solar capture. The event rate can sin ply be
scaled for ower (or higher) spin-independent cross sec—
tions. The scaling for other values ofm  and ;P is
di erent, but can be easily determm ined.

T he geocentric bound DF is anisotropic. T herefore,
to transhte the DF outside the sphere of in uence of
the Earth to the corresponding DF at the detector, one
should use the m apping technigue in A ppendix C, aver—
aged over the detector’s daily m otion about the Earth’s
rotation axis. However, using the isotropic m apping in-
stead of the f1ll six-dim ensional m apping in Appendix
C produces errors n dR=dQ of at most a faw percent.
T herefore, weuse this sin pli cation fortheboundWw IM P
DF at the surface of the Earth In calculating dR=dQ .

InFig. 18, we show them axim aldirect detection signal
due to solar captured W M Ps ifm = 500AMU (lower
two lines). W e nd direct detection ratesassum ing 3'X e
and 3G e targets, since the current and planned experi-
m entsm ost sensitive to the spin-independent (@nd soin—
dependent neutron) cross section have isotopes of either
X e or G e as their target m ass. For com parison, we also
plot the event rate expected forthehaloDF In Eqg. 49).
W e nd thatbound W IM P s can only enhance the direct
detection rate at very am allQ , and that the enhancem ent
is largest at the an allest recoilenergies. Forboth the ger—
maniim and xenon targets, the m axinum enhancem ent
to the totaleventrateis 0:5% atQ = 0. Thisenhance-
m ent is actually disproportionally large com pared to the
enhancem ent in the IocalW MM P num ber density due to
bound W M Ps, which S n poung 109n a1, Shee
Incoherence In the W MM P -nuckon interaction for large
nuclel suppresses the elastic scattering cross section for
high speed haloW M P s. W e also show the experim ental
analysis w indow s for the recent XENON 10 and CDM S
experim ents In this gure 32, 64]. The current analysis
threshold of the CDM S experin ent is too high to de—
tect bound W IM P s. Ifthis experin ent and its sucoessor
SuperCDM S could push down their analysis thresholds,
as other gem anium -based rare event experin ents have
g, CoGeNT [33]), bound W MM Ps m ay be observed.
At Q = 435 keV, the current analysis threshold for the
XENON 10 experin ent, theboost to the di erentialevent
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FIG .18: The di erential direct detection rate form = 500

AMU and SI = 10 ** an? assum Ing theD F isdom nated by

soin-dependent scattering in the Sun w ith SD =10 *® an?.
The shaded region indicates the XENON 10 analysis region
[32], and the vertical dashed line indicates the lower lim it to
the CDM S analysis window (which extendsto Q = 100 keV)
b4].

rate is 0:1% , and the totalboost in their analysis w in—
dow is  10°% . Thus, the bound particlkes only neg-

ligbly increase the totalevent rate (integrating dR=dQ
over the range 0fQ ’s allowed in the analysis w indow ), if
at all. Estin ates ofthe W IM P m ass and cross section
from direct detection experim entsw illnot be a ected by
solar captured particles.

VI. THE NEUTRINO SIGNAL FROM W IM P
ANNIHILATION IN THE EARTH

W IM Psmay accum ulate and annihilate in the Earth.
T he signature of W M P annihilation willbe G eV to TeV
neutrinos. N eutrino observatories (eg., Antares [/7], IToe—
Cube [/8]) are sensitive to the Cerenkov radiation of
muons created in charged-current interactions of m uon
neutrinos in and around the experim ent.

The neutrino ux at a detector on the surface of
the Earth is proportional to the annihilation rate of
W IM P s trapped In the Earth. Finding requires solv—
ing a di erential equation for the number of W M PsN

In the Earth, descrbed by
N-= C 2 ; (80)

w here the capture rate of W IM P s In the E arth by elastic
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scattering is de ned as.
Z Z
%

da

d

dvd

Ve < Vese (%) A

na ®)v

f x;v;p): B1)
Here, d p=d is the W IM P -nuclkus elastic scattering
cross section for nuclear species A and v is the relative
speed between the W M P and a nuclus. The number
density of species A is described by nap ). The cuto
In the velocity Integralre ects the fact that thewW M P'’s
speed after scattering ve m ust be less than the locales—
cape ve]oc:ity Vesc (X) .

IftheW M P DF istin e-independent, the annihilation
rate goes as

1
= 5C tanh? (=t.); 82)

w here

tt= CC,) 2 83)

is the equilbrium tim escale and C, is a constant that
depends on the distrbution ofW IM P s in the Earth and
is proportional to the annihilation cross section.

W hile the contribution ofbound particles to the direct
detection rate isexpected to bem nuscule, it isnot unrea—
sonable to expect that the bound particles could notice-
ably boost the neutrino-induced m uon event rate from
W M P annihilation in the Earth. Because the Earth’s
graviational potential is shallow , i is di cult for halo
W IM P s to lose enough energy during collisions w ith the
E arth’s nuclei to becom e bound unless the W IM P m ass
is nearly equal to the m ass of one of the abundant nu-
clear species In the Earth [79]. For W IM Ps with m ass
m > 400Ge&V,only W M P sbound to the solar system
m ay be captured in the Earth.

In Fig. 19, we show the capture rate Eqg. 81) of

W MPs in the Earth as a finction of m ass or SI =

10 %3 an? Prseveraldi erent W M P DFs. W e use the
potential and isotope distrdbutions in Encyclop dia B ri-
tannica BO0]and M <D onough Bl]. T he lowest line show s
the capture rate of only the unbound W IM P s in the so—
lar system . The peaks In the capture rate corresoond
to points at which the W IM P m ass is nearly exactly the
sam e as a one of the comm on elem ents in the Earth,
of which the iron peak Mmre 56 AMU = 53 Ge&V)
is especially prom inent. T he long-dashed line represents
the capture rate forboth unbound particles and particles
bound to the solar system by spoin-independent scatter—
Ing in the Sun. W e show extrapolations to the regine
in which spin-dependent scattering dom inates in the Sun
w ith the short dash-dotted and long dash-dotted lines,
representing S° = 13 10°° an® and 3P = 10 °°
an ? respectively. W e nclided unbound W M P s in those
estin ates.

From Fig. 17, we note that the high plateaus in the

DF’sif 3P > 10 3% an? are nearly dentical; the m ain
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the capture of unbound halo W IM P s as well as the capture

ofbound W IM P s.

reason for the di erence In the capture rate is the low

soeed DF of Jupitercrossing W M Ps. In fact, the cap—
ture rate is extrem ely sensitive to the DF of the lowest
soeed W M Ps. For the relatively low capture rates in
Fig.19,te > t ,s0 / C?2.Even snallvariations in the
Iow speed W M P DF can lad to large variations in the
event rate at a neutrino telescope.

To estin ate a plausible range ofm uon event rates given
the captureratesin Fig. 19, we explorepart oftheM SSM
param eter space. W e can In principle explore otherm od—
els, but the M SSM yields, on average, som ew hat larger
soin—-independent cross sections. G iven that iron is the
m ost comm on elem ent in the core of the E arth, and oxy-—
gen, silicon, and m agnesium the m ost comm on elem ent
In the m antle, none of which has spin-dependent inter—
actionswith W M Ps,only in W IM P m odels w ith appre—
ciable spin-independent interactions w ill capture in the
E arth be relevant.

We scan M SSM param eter space to estin ate the
neutrino-induced m uon event rate for neutrino telescopes
from neutralino anniilation in the Earth using routines
from the publicly available D arkSUSY v.5.02 code B2].
T he code can also check whether a m odeldescribed by a
set 0of SU SY param eters is consistent w ith current collider
constraints and relic density m easurem ents. W e describe
our scans in m ore detail in P aper ITI.

To estim ate the muon event rate in a neutrino tele—
scope, we set the muon energy threshod to E® = 1
G &V . This is som ew hat optim istic for the IceC ube exper-
Inent [36, 83] unless m uon tra pctories lie near and ex—

27

actly parallelto the PM T strings, but it is reasonable for
the m ore densely packed water experin ents (eg., Super—
K am iokande). T he signal drops sharply w ith increasing
muon energy threshold B4]. W e assum e that the m ate—
rialboth in and surrounding the detector volum e iseither
w ater or ice, since the largest current and upcom ing neu—
trino telescopes are Inm ersed in oceans or the A ntarctic
ice cap. W e include allm uons ordiented w ithin a 30 cone
relative to the direction of the center of the Earth.

In the Pllow ing gures, we present m uon event rates
In neutrino telescopes for various DFs. In Fig. 20, we
show the event rates for W M P s unbound to the solar
system . The solid black line on Fig. 20 represents the
m ost optin istic ux threshold for IceCube [36, and ref-
erences therein]. To show how the event rates depend on
the SUSY m odels for a given spin-independent cross sec—
tion, wem ark them odelson the gureaccording towhich
direct detection experin entsbracket the cross section for
a given neutralino m ass. T he open circles corresoond to
SUSY modelswith 5' above the that lie above the 2006
CDM S Im i B5], which isshown in Fig. 4. T he trdangles

are m odels for which SI lies between the 2006 CDM S

1lim it and the current best 1in itson S 1 (@ com bihation of
XENON10 B2]and CDM S [64] lin its), and squares de-
note m odels consistent w ith all current direct detection
experim ents.

Tt appears that no haloW IM Ps from any ofthe m od—
els ound in our scan oftheM SSM consistent w ith exper—
In ents would produce an identi able signal in IceCube.
W e cannot say that it is in possible forneutralnoWw MM P s
from the halo to be observed by IceC ube or other km -
scale experin ents, sincewe areonly sam plinga sn allpart
of the vast SUSY param eter space, but Fig. 20 suggests
that it is not likely.

In Fig. 21, we show themuon ux for W IM Ps cap—
tured in the Earth from the halo or from the population
of bound W M Ps. W e calculate the muon event rate

with the bound DF for 3 = 13 10°° an® nomat-

terwhat the actual 5° in them odelis since this isnear
the m axin um spin-dependent cross section found in the
param eter scans. SI isaln ost always sm allenough that
the DF due to spin-independent scattering in the Sun is
subdom inant to the soin-dependent-derived DF . T here—
fore, the points in Fig. 21 are alm ost entirely upper lim —
its to the solar captured W IM P event rates. This gure
is alm ost Indistinguishable from Fig. 20. W e nd that
the m axin um enhancem ent over the halo W M P event
rate is of order 20% . Thus, the solar captured W M P s
produce alm ost no enhancem ent In the neutrino-induced
muon event rate.

O ne caveat to this pessin istic result is that we esti-
m ated the event rate using only the ux ofmuons from
outside the detector volum e. H owever, Bergstrom et al.
[B4] suggest that m uons created inside the detector vol-
um e m ay dom inate the signalfor snaller W IM P m asses
m < 300GeV) in large (km 3) telescopes, although the
exact enhancem ent hasnot been calculated. But, the en—
hancem ent of the event rate due to bound W IM P s over
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haloW M Pswillbe xed and small.

VII. DISCUSSION

A . Com parison with D am our and K rauss

Here, we com pare the sim ulation resultsw ith the sem i
analytic predictions in D am our and K rauss B7].

Damour & K raussneglected the population ofW M P s
on Jupitercrossing orbits, arguing that it would be short—
lived because of the strong perturbations from Jupiter.
This argum ent is plausble, but it neglects the in por-
tance of ong-lived W IM P son resonant orbis. T he pres—
ence of long-lived W IM P s on resonances suggests that
Jupitercrossing W IM Ps may be inportant for 5*
10 ' an? (5P 103° an?). However, such W M Ps
are unlkely to contribute signi cantly for much larger
or much am aller cross sections. For much larger cross
sections, long-lived W IM P s should be exceedingly rare;
they are likely to rescatter and them alize in the Sun be-
fore Jupiter can pull the perdhelia out of the Sun. For
an aller cross sections, the rate of scattering of W M P s
onto Jupitercrossing orbits is negligble.

Before we describe where our results diverge from
Damour & Krauss for a < ay=2 26 AU, we ream —
phasize the m ain points of their work. They found that
the m ain enhancem ent to bound W M P DF cam e from
a gm all fraction, 0:1% , of W M P s scattered onto or—
biswih 05AU < a< 26 AU on Kozaicycks. They
assum ed that theseW IM P s, which originated in the out—
skirts of the Sun, had lifetim es at last as long as the
age of the solar system t 45 Gyr. For this range of
sam im a praxes, we ound twom a prdi erencesbetw een
their work and ours.

First, we ndthatW M Pswith 1:5AU < a< 2:6AU
are not well described by pure K ozai cycles due to sig—
ni cant Interactions w ith m ean-m otion resonances. Un-—
less the W M P nuclkon cross section is large ( SI
10 4 an?, allowed ifm < 5GeV orm > 10 TeV
B2,64]; 2° 10 % an?),mostoftheW MPsin this
sem im a pr axis range have lifetin es 100 tin es longer
than ifthe Sun were an isolated body. H ow ever, this still
does not increase the DF at the Earth asmuch as if the

% ofW IM Psin this sam im apraxisband (the fraction
of W IM P s initially scattered onto 15 AU < a< 26 AU
which were on Kozaicycles in 37]; a higher fraction of
large sam im apraxis W IM P s are on K ozaicycles than
W MPs wih lower sam im apr axis) had lifetin es ex—
tending to t

To show why, we use the Pllow ing argum ent. The
Increase in the number density of W IM P s at the Earth
n® over the number density without tidal torques n is
roughly described by

— tE¢: 84)
n

where ¢ is the fraction of W M P s disturbed enough



from their orbits to have signi cantly longer lifetin es
In the solar system . The factor E. describes the
ncrease in the W IMP Ilifetime. Typically, E
minE it )=min(teait ), where t, oq is the median
lifetin e of the W IM Ps in the absence of gravitational
torques and t) ., is the median lifttine with gravita-
tional torques. For our simulations, ¢ 1 since m ost
W MPswih 15AU < a< 2:6AU were on quasiK ozai
orbis and E¢ 100, in plying that r’=n 100. How—
ever, the D am our and K rauss [37] prediction would be
¢ 001, and E¢ € =010yn =45 10, mplying

thatn®n 45 16, a factorof 500 largerthan what
we found in our sin ulations.

However, the m ain reason that the density of bound
W MM Psismuch an aller than estim ated by D am our and
K rauss is that particles wih a < 1:5AU on Kozaicy—
cles have lifetin es that arem uch lss than the age ofthe
solar system . T his is due to the fact that the typical in—
tegrated optical depth per K ozaicycle is non-negligble,
soaW IM P undergoes only a nite number ofK ozaicy—
cles before rescattering in the Sun. There are two in -
portant tin escales relevant to estin ating the lifetin es of
W IM Pson Kozaicycls fora given W IM P -nucleon scat—
tering cross section.

F irst, in thepointm assthreebody problem , the period
ofK ozaicycles are of order [cf. 86]

2
Pi v : (85)

P M %
Here, P denotes the orbital period of a particle and Pq
represents the orbial period of Jupiter. For typical par-
ticles, T < 10° yr.

The other inportant timescale is the tinescale on
which the orbital perihelion is m oved out of the Sun.
A Yhough the opticaldepth in the outskirts ofthe Sun is
extrem ely low ( 10° fran obitwith ,  07R ,

10° orr, 09R in the DAMA sinulation, and
even low er in the other sim ulations), it takesm any orbial
periods for Jupiter to pull the perihelia out of the Sun,
hence m aking the optical depth per K ozai cycle much
largerthan the opticaldepth fora single passage through
the Sun.

The rate of change In the angular momentum of a
W IMP is

aJ

dt
where K ¢, is the torque on the particle orbit by Jupiter.
T he torque is Jarger at aphelion r, forparticlesw ith a <
ay=2 than at any other point in the orbit, so the average
torque can be approxin ated by its value at aphelion

Kaj 86)

Ko oy . 87)
GM uaz
T2 ®8)
2

applied at aphelion, where we have expanded the poten—
tialto the 1= 2 tem in the sphericalham onic expansion
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Eqg. 41). The angularm om entum m ust change by ofor-
der

o S
J GM R (89)
for perdhelia to be extemal to the Sun. In reality, since
W IM Pson K ozaicyclks originate at distances from the
center of the Sun r > 05R , Eg. (89) should have a
anall ( 0:1 1) coe cient in front. Therefore, if the
torques are coherent, the totaltin e it takes foraW MM P
to have its rst perthelion outside the Sun is

t 7. (90)

Ko )
U sing the expressions or K+ and J In Egs. (88) and
(89),we nd

t M a
— _— — — (91)
P Masy R as,

1¢; bra= 1AU: 92)
T hus, a partick passes through the Sun m any tin es dur-
Ing each Kozaicycl. In the simulations, we nd that
the total optical depth per Kozaicyck is 16 16
tin es the optical depth at m axin um eccentricity. Even
if the optical depth at maxinmum eccentricity is only
10 © 10° per orbital period (typical of the DAM A
sin ulation), the total optical depth per K ozai cycl is
103 . T only takes about 1000 K ozaicycles for such
a particle to rescatter in the Sun. The resul is that the
lifetin es of particles are typically less than the age ofthe
solar system ( 100 M yr), and as such cross the Earth’s
orbit a factor of 50 tim es than predicted by D am our
and K rauss.

To com pare our results to D am our & K rauss, we use
Eg. (84). They nd that ¢ 10° of W MPs wih
05AU < a< 15AU inidally captured in the Sun will
beon aKozaicyclk. FortheirtypicalWw IM P -proton cross
section ST 104 am?, 10°, 50 ty e 16 yr,
and E¢ 455 16. Thus, D am our and K rauss expect
n%n 16 1¢.

H ow ever, frthe sam e crosssection,we ndtl ., 1€
yr, such that Ex  10. Thus,n%n 100, which is ap—
proxim ately the upper lim it ofw hat is found in the sin u-
lations. In general, we nd n%n som ewhat sm aller than

100, both because E; decreases as [ moves farther
below the equilbriim valie ( §*  10% an?), and be-
cause the m edian lifetin e of W IM P s not on K ozaicycles
but drawn from the same a and 1, as the Kozai cycle
W MM Ps is a bit higher than the population of W M P s
with a < ag asawholke.

W e nd that we can recover the D am our and K rauss
[37] estin ates of the m axinum increase In direct detec—
tion experim ents ifthe K ozaiW IM P s in our sim ulations
had never scattered. For the DAM A simulation, the
median KozaiW MM P lifetim e is just short of 100 M yr
Fig. 10). If these W M P s had instead rescattered on
tin escales longer than the age of the solar system , then



we would expect the DF to have been larger by a factor
of 50 100.W e fbund that them axinum increase to
the di erentialdirect detection ratedR=dQ Eqg. 78) was
05% ofthe halo event rate. If the DF were larger by
this factorof50 100, then theboundW IM P swould add
an additional25 50% ofthe halo event rate at am allQ,
consistent w ith what is found by D am our & K rauss.
W e can also recover the large neutrino event rate from
W IM P annihilation In the Earth found by Bergstrom
et al. B8] using the Damour & Krauss results. We
found that for M SSM m odels consistent w ith lin is on
the W IM P -nuckon elastic scattering cross section, the
capture rate of solarcaptured W M P s in the Earth was

amaxinum ofabout 10% that ofthe halo, form 100
GeV .IftheDF werea factorof50 100 higher, the solar-

bound W M P capture ratewould be 5 10 tim es higher
than the halo capture rate. Slhce te > t  (Eqg. 83) for
such capture rates, the anniilation rate ofW M P sin the
Earth would scalk as / C ?, leading to an increase in
the neutrino ux in neutrino detectorsof25 100 tim es
the halo event rate, consistent w ith what was found by
Bergstrom et al. However, we note that even if the en—
hancem ent were that high, Fig. 21 show sthat this signal
would all below the IceCube ux threshold forw IM P
m odels consistent w ith experin ental constraints.

B . Planets

O foourse, allofthe conclusions in this work are based
on sin ulations in a toy solar system , consisting of Jupiter
on a circular orbit about the Sun. D ynam ics in the solar
system arem uch m ore com plex, both because Jupierhas
non-zero eccentricity and inclination and because other
planets are present. Bodies m ay have close encounters
w ith any planet within is aphelion, and may be In u-
enced by additionalm ean-m otion and secular resonances
keg. 62, 87{90]. The com bination of these e ects yields
fargreaterdiversity oforbits in the realsolar system than
what we found in the toy solar system .

There are two qualitatively di erent ways in which a
m ore realistic treatm ent ofthe solar system could change
the W M P distrbution at the Earth. F irst, additional
parts of phase space becom e accessble. W hik it isa tri-
um ph of our num ericalm ethods that the Jacobiconstant
is conserved to high accuracy in our sin ulations, the con—
servation ofthe Jacobiconstant restricts the range ofm o—
tion forW M Ps. Forexample,W M Pswih a < ay=2 ex—
perienced only m inor uctuations in the sam im a praxis
because they never encountered Jupiter closely enough to
experience large energy changes. T hus, according to the
de nition ofthe Jacobiconstant, Eq. 20, even W IM P son
quasiK ozaicycls only experienced relatively m inor per—
turbations to J, . Thism eant that W IM P s not crossing
Jupiter’s orbit had heliocentric velocities perpendicular
to the Earth’s m otion, restricting the geocentric speeds
v v 30 km s’ . JupitercrossingW IM P s were re—
stricted to geocentric speeds v > 10km s’ in the toy

30

solar system , which we show In more detail in Chapter
5 of B2]. However, encounters w ith other planets can
push geocentric W M P speeds below v = 10 km st by
Increasing J, . W hilke the presence of a tailin theDF at
low geocentric speeds is not signi cant for direct detec-
tion event rates, i can have a disproportionate e ect on
the capture rate of W IM P s in the Earth.

Secondly, the overallnum ber density ofbound W M P s
m ay change, depending largely on how e cient the plan-
ets are at increasing (or decreasing) the lifetimes of
W M Ps in the solar system Eqg. 84). W e wil argue
below that the true number density of W IM P s at the
Earth is unlkely to be much larger or am aller (within
factors of a few ) than that estin ated from simulations
using a toy solar system .

W e divide the discussion into three parts: (i) W M Ps
wih initiala; < 15 AU, @) W MPswih 15AU0 <
a; < 26 AU (quasiKozaiW IM Ps in the toy solar sys—
tem ), and (il JupiercrossingW MM Ps. W ithout further
sin ulations, though, it is not possible to tell exactly by
how much the DF will change. Hence, we also discuss
the challenges nvolved in sinulating W M Ps in a m ore
realistic solar system .

1. a< 15AU0

TheDF of solarcaptured W IM P s could be greatly in—
creased if the planets other than Jupiter were to either
(1) pulla Jarger percentage of particles out of the rescat—
tering peak and onto orbits that only occasionally enter
the Sun or (i) extend the lifetin es of particles that al-
ready did exit the Sun In the toy solarsystem sim ulations.
Here, we discuss three m echanisn s or pulling additional
W MM Psout of the Sun: (i) close encounters w th nner
planets, (i) changesto the K ozaistructure by otherplan—
ets, and (iii) additional secular resonances. T hen, we w ill
estin ate the lifetin esof such W M P s.

C Iose encounters: Here, we describe how random -walk
encountersw ith planetscan pullW IM P sthatwere in the
rescattering peak In our simulations onto long lifetin e
orbits in the solar system . C lose encounters with the
nner planets can alter the W M P angular m om entum
w ith respect to the Sun. Ignoring resonant phenom ena
In the solar system , the close encounters can be treated
as a di usion problem . W e use the m s change in an—
gular m om entum as a function of tim e to estim ate the
tin escaleson which W IM P perihelia are pulled out ofthe
Sun. M odeling W IM P -planet interactions as two-body
encounters, each tine a W M P of heliocentric speed v
crossesa planet’s orbit, the W IM P ’s planet-centric speed
u changes in the direction perpendicular to u by

GM p
o

u ; (93)
where b is the in pact param eter. Since W IM Ps w ith
a < 15AU are on extram ely eccentric orbis, to good
approxination, u = v+ v, where V¥ = GM =ap .



T he change in planet-centric speed can be related to the
change in heliocentric speed by

u u

Y — 94)
v
GM

= L. (95)
v

A s a rough approxin ation, the change in angular m o-
m entum per encounter is thus

J a v: (96)

W e use the approxin ation that the angularm om entum
undergoes a random walk to estin ate the tim escale on
which a partick’sangularm om entum changesby oforder

J GM R (Eg. 89) n order for the orbial
perihelion to lie outside the Sun. The m s change in
angularm om entum w illgo as

h(J)?%i N ( J3; 97)
w here the particle encounters planet P wih an im pact
param eter b or less a total of N tines In a tin e span t.
In general,
t

N —_— 98
(ap :b)2P ©8)

where P isthe orbital period ofthe W M P. The factor
(b=ap ) is the probability per W M P period that the
W IMP comes wihin a distance b of the planet. Thus,
w ith som e rearranging, we nd

h( J) 2i z 32

Mp
3 10 —
(J ) M

w‘m
o

t
— 5 (99
yr

where the factor of 10 comes from the heretofore ig—
nored Coulomb logarithm (see P1l]). The shgularity at

= ap =2 is arti cial and would vanish In a m ore care—
ful treatm ent of W IM P -planet encounters. Thus, the
tin escale or W M Ps to di use out of the Sun due to
the action of planet P is

(100)

For both the Earth and Venus, M p =M 3 18
and R =ap 102, yielding a di usion tine tgy 16
yr fora 1 AU .The tin escales or M ercury and M ars
arety 10! and  10° years respectively. Thus, an—
gular mom entum di usion is dom nated by the Earth
and Venus. To estinate the Inpact on the number
density, we must nd ¢, the fraction of W M Ps wih
a< 15AU that may be perturbed out of the Sun. For
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the DAM A sinulation, ty ea 16 yr, inplying that
£ thea=ta 10°.For $'=10% am?, ¢ 10°.
To estim ate the in pact ofthis population on the num -
ber density ofbound W M Ps, wemust also estinate E,
the ratio of the m edian lifetim e Incliding the gravia-
tional e ects of the planets to the lifetin e if the Sun
were isolated. Still ignoring resonances, we estin ate the
m s tin escale or W IM P s to be efcted from the solar

system once the perihelia are outside the Sun,

n(E)?i=E? h(a)?i=a® 1: 101)
Since
a2
a= v Vv; (102)
GM
we use the expression for v in Eg. (95) to nd
Mp a°
a= —: (103)
M b

U sing the expression orN in Eq. (98), we nd that

h( a) 21 My ° a ° =2
—= = 10
a? M ap

a
— — #104)
a

where again we have Included a factor of 10 for the
Coulomb logarithm . The inner planets which will per-
turb the orbits the m ost are Venus and the E arth, yield—
ing efction tinescals of tey;  10° yr, Jonger than the
age of the solar system . This yields E¢ afew 16
for the DAMA simulation and E. afew 10 if
5T=10% an’. Combined, this would yield n%n

a few 10, where n is the num ber density of the rescat-
tering peak W IM P s in the toy solar system sin ulations.

This is of the sam e order as the increase in the bound

W M P DF due to Kozaicycles in our sin ulations.

However, there are reasons to believe that E¢ is in
fact signi cantly am aller than these estin ates suggest.
First, f a W IM P can diuse out of the Sun, i can
also di use back in. Secondly, once a W MM P becom es
Jupiercrossing, i w illbe efected from the solar system
on tim escales of M yr, which is essentially instanta—
neous.

Thirdly, studies of Near Earth Obfct WEO ) orbits
show that once small bodies reach a > 2 AU, they
are driven into the Sun on rather short tim escales,

1 10 M yr, mostly by secular resonances but also by
m ean-m otion and K ozairesonances B7, 89]. G iven that
W M Ps have signi cantly higher eccentriciy that the
typical NEO , the tim escale to drive a W IM P back into
the Sun via resonances m ay be shorter. On the other
hand, such W M P orbitshave high speeds relative to the
planets, while the low ecoentricity, prograde, low inclina—
tion NEO orbitshave relatively low speeds. Henoe, NEO s
w illbem ore e ciently gravitationally scattered onto the

m ean-m otion and secular resonances that drive up the
ecoentricity. In spite of this latter e ect, it is lkely that



W M P sw illbe scattered back into the Sun on tim escales
shorterthan the age ofthe solar system . Ifthe integrated
opticaldepth in each instance that the W IM P perihelion
is driven into the Sun (ie., that the W IM P experiences
m any Sun-penetrating orbits each tin e a resonance ini-
tially drivesthe W IM P into the Sun), the lifetin e of the
W M Ps will be lss than the age of the solar system,
hence reducihg E .

Fourthly, G ladm an et al. B9]have identi ed additional
resonances that drive some NEO sofa < 1:9 AU into the
Sun w ithout rstboosting the sam im a praxisabovea =
2AU.Thiswillreduce Er orW M Pswih a< 19AU.

However,W IM P scan survivem any passes through the
Sun before scattering w ith solar nuclei onto uninterest—
Ing orbits. T he tim escale for rescattering In the Sun de-
pends crucially on how m any passagesW IM P s can m ake
through the Sun before gravitational torques from the
planets pull the perthelia out again.

In general, it appears that the lifetimn esofW M P sw ith
a < 15 AU hitially pulled out ofthe Sun by angularm o—
mentum di usion w illbe shorter than those predicted by
argum ents based on energy di usion, although quanti-
fying this is di cul without a full solar system M onte
Carlo simulation. Even if W IM P lifetin es were dom -
nated by di usion instead ofthe e ects listed above, the
boost to the DF would only jist be com parable to that
due to K ozaicycles in the toy solar system .

Changes to the Kozai structure: Next, we consider
changes to the K ozai structure caused by planets other
than Jupiter. B oth the Inner and outerplanetscan a ect
the structure ofK ozaicycles. H ow ever, torques from the
outer planets other than Jupiter are unlkely to change
the num ber of particles whose perihelia exi the Sun. As
dem onstrated in Eq. (88), the torque on a particke by a
faraway planet goesas K / Mop aZaP3 , where M p and
ap are the m ass and sem im a pr axis of the planet, and
a is the sem im apr axis of the particle. A planet will
provide a torque

(105)

relative to the torque from Jupiter. Even Satum, the
next largest planet in the solar system , and the second
nearest gasgiant to the E arth, w illonly produce a torque
about 5% that from Jupiter. Jupier dom inates the tidal

eld for particles that do not cross the orbits of the outer
planets, and so i dom nates the structure of the K ozai
cycles.

Am ong the innerplanets, M icheland Thom as [44] nd
that the E arth and Venus can dom inate the structure of
the K ozai cycles if the sem im a pr axis of the particle
is near the sem im a pr axis of either planet, the initial
eccentricity of the particle orbits is am all, and the m ax—
inum Inclination of the orbit is Jow. However, W IM P s
tend to have pow er-law distributed sam im a praxes, high
eccentricities, and are scattered isotropically in the Sun.
T herefore, we expect that the extra planets will not in—

32

crease the num berofparticleson K ozaicycles In the inner
solar system .

Secular resonances: T here are additional secular reso—
nances in the full solar system that do not appear in the
circular restricted three-body problem considered in this
work. These occur when the rate of change of etther the
Iongitude of perdhelion ($ ) or of the longitude of the as-
cending node (9 oftheW IM P isaln ost equalto that of
one of the planets. The evolution cfNEO s is greatly af-
fected by the secular resonancesw ith Jupiter and Satum,
although several authors show that other resonances are
also In portant B7, 89, 92{94]. T here are com plications
In Interpreting and extending results from NEO simula—
tions. For exam ple, m ost analytic and num erical e ort
has focused on the regim es of prograde orbitsw ith an all
e and I relative to typical W IM P s since m ost observed
NEO s have such properties B5{97].

However, jist lke Kozai cycles, secular resonances
should be able to pullW M P perihelia outside of the
Sun ifthe W IM P orbits origihate in the outer layers of
the Sun, where the orbital precession due to the Sun’s
potential is sn all. A though there are neither analytic
nor num erical investigations of secular resonances for
e > 0:995 relevant for bound W IM P orbits, extrapolat—
Ing from W illiam s and Faulkner [98], i appears that for

xed a, the prograde resonances lie at higher inclination
forhighere, so secular resonancesw illbe relevant at high
Inclination, as for K ozaicycles [98]. It is not clear how
strong these resonances are, although i is unlikely that
they are m uch stronger than K ozai resonances.

Lifetimes: Since KozaiW IM Ps dom inate the solar—
captured W M P DF at the Earth in the sinulations, it
is iIn portant to understand the stability of these orbits
In the true solar system . T here are two In portant ques—
tions: (i) How long, on average, does it take oraW IM P
to be perturbed o a Kozaicyck? (i) How does the
Integrated optical depth per K ozaicycl change?

Since the di usion approxim ation has nothing to say
about the stability of resonant orbits, we look to sinu-—
lations of NEO s again for insight. Unfortunately, NEO
sin ulations are either fiindam entally short (< 100 M yr)
orend when NEO shi the Sun, m aking i di cult to ex—
tract estim ates of the long-tem stability ofK ozaicycls.
There are a few hints from even those short sin ulations
w ith initial conditions signi cantly di erent from those
of W M Ps. First, G ladm an et al. B9] nd exam ples of
NEOswih a< 2 AU in Kozaicycls for tens of M yr in
their 60 M yr integrations. T he lifetim es of those NEO s
is Jim ited only by the term ination of the sim ulations at
either 60 M yr or when the body hits the Sun. Thus, i
seam s probable that W M Ps bom on Kozaicycles w ill
typically stay there for a least of order tens ofm illions of
years, and m aybe signi cantly longer. If the tin escale to
perturtb aW M P o a Kozaicycl occurs on tin escales
sin ilar to the efction tin escale Eg. 104),then W M Ps
can exist on K ozaicycles oforder the age ofthe solar sys—
tem . In this case, the DF forW MPswith a< 15AU
should be relatively unchanged. On the other hand, if



the typical tin escale for the reamovalofa W M P from a
Kozaicycl is shorter (such that ¢ becom es larger), the
Inpact on the DF depends crucially on what tin escales
those W IM P s are then either eected from the solar sys—
tem or rescattered in the Sun.

T he structural changes to the K ozaicycles In a m ore
com plex solar system (a is no longer constant, frequent
sw itches between lbrating and circulating m odes, e, ax
and I, ax vary) mean that the integrated optical depth
perKozaicyclesmay vary wih tine (seeFigs. 7 & 8 in
G ladm an et al. B9]). In principle, this could go up or
down; In the case ofthe quasiK ozaicycles in our toy so—
lar system , the m ean opticaldepth per K ozaicycle went
up due to occasional periods of very high eccentricity.
H owever, given the accessible phase space forW M Psin
a m ore realistic solar system , it is quite possble that the
mean integrated optical depth per K ozai cycle will go
down. In this case, the W M P lifetin es w ill be length-
ened, although i is not clear by what am ount.

In summ ary, we predict that the number density of
W MPswih a; < 15AU willbewithin factorsofa few
of the num ber densities found in the toy solar system,
but there are signi cant errorbars in thisprediction. W e

nd that the additionalm echanisn s to pullW IM P s out
ofthe Sun, angularm om entum di usion or extra secular
resonances, will at best yield the sam e num ber density
astheW IM Pson K ozaicyclks in the toy solar system .

The total number density will lkely depend largely
on the behavior of W M P s that were con ned to Kozai
cycles in the toy solar system . The DF will depend
on the tim escales on which W MM P s are rem oved from
K ozaicycls, and the tin escales for rem oval from E arth—
crossing orbits after they have been m oved from K ozai
cycles. If the W IM P -nucleon cross section lies below the
equilbrium cross section ( 3° 10** an? or 2P
10 4° an?) forthehigh plateau, perturbations by the in-
ner planets w ill reduce the K ozaiW MM P DF unless both
tin escales are of order the age of the universe and the
m ean integrated optical depth per K ozai cyclk is m uch
an aller than in the toy solar system .

H ow ever, for cross sections above the equilbbrium cross
sections, the KozaiW MM P num ber density w ill tend to
Increase. If both tim escales are sin ilar to the efction
tin escale ound n Eq. (104), and if the mean opti-
cal depth per K ozaicycl is sin ilar to what was found
In the toy solar system , the num ber density should be
largely unchanged from what we found in this work. If
the tin escale for rem ovalofW IM P s from K ozaicycles is
signi cantly less than the efction tim escale, or if grav—
itational perturbations from the planets system atically
decrease the integrated optical depth per K ozai cycle,
the DF could be considerably larger.

2. 15AU < a< 26 AU

G iven that quasiK ozaiW IM P s have high eccentricity
and/or high inclination, they also w ill generically have
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high speed encountersw ith planets. T hus, we expect the
tinescale for W M Ps to be ram oved from quasiK ozai
orbits, ty, to be sim ilarto that ofW IM P son K ozaicycles.
A fterbeing rem oved from a quasiK ozaiorbi, theW IM P
should hi the Sun again in 1 10 M yr, according
to NEO simulations, or get perturbed onto a Jupiter—
crossing orbit and get efcted.

We ndthat ¢ fea=trandEr & ax=t eq, where
th ax st iftheperturbed W IM P shave lifetinesty > t ,
and is equalto the m edian perturbed lifetin e otherw ise.
If the other factors in Eq. (84) are 1, this in plies that
any boost or de cit In the num ber density of W IM P s of
15AU < a< 26AU goesasn’n  § ax=ty, where n
is In this case the num ber density of quasiK ozaiW M P s
In the toy solar system simulations. W e expect that
tnax t,andty” 100M yr (suggested by the relatively
short NEO sinulations of G ladm an et al. 89]). Thus,
n%n < 50. If the tin escale fr the rem ovalof W M Ps
from quasiK ozai orbits is greater or the tim escale for
rescattering is less than t (quite possble given the fre—
quency w ith which NEO shit the Sun), then n%n willbe
correspondingly less.

3. JupiterCrossingW IMPs

Before discussing the e ects of other planets on
Jupitercrossing particles, we summ arize the main fea-
tures of the Jupitercrossng DF . The plateau In the DF
wassetby t 10 yr, wih growth in the spikes occur-
Ing at later tim es due to long-lived K ozaiand resonance—
sticking particles. The vast m a prity of Jupiercrossing
particles are lost by eection from the solar system rather
than rescattering in the Sun for $' < 10 4l am?, al-
though rescattering becom es m ore In portant for larger
cross sections.

The outer planets are unlkely to a ect the Ilow
plateau of the Jupitercrossing DF . Jupiter dom inates
the tim escale for Jupitercrossing W IM P s to be pulled
out of the Sun; according to Eq. (100), tg 16 yr,
while the tin escale for any of the outer planets to re—
m ove the perihelion of a passhg W MM P is at last an
order of m agnitude longer. Jupiter also has the short—
est W IM P efction tin escale Eg. 104) by m ore than a
factor of ten. It dom inates the K ozai structure of the
types of orbis on which Jupitercrossing W IM P s origi-
nate, and ism ean-m otion resonances are also by far the
strongest in the solar system (unless the orbi ofthe test
particle is exterior to the orbi of N eptune) B2, 621].

However, the outer planets may a ect the spikes in
the JupitercrossngW M P DF because W IM P sthat are
long-lived in the toy solar system m ay notbe long-lived in
the real solar system . If the orbital node crossings occur
near one ofthe outer planets, the W IM P m ay be quickly
perturbed from resonant m otion and epcted. Thus, it
is possble that the long-lifetin e resonance features in
the W MP DF will be lss prom inent than shown in
this work, although even in our sim ulations, the Jupiter—



crossing W IM P s are a subdom inant contributor to the
num ber density. However, shortening the W M P life—
tin es in this way only strengthens our conclision that
the signal from bound W IM P s in neutrino telescopes is
unobservably sn allcom pared to the signalfrom unbound
W IMPs.

The Inner planets may a ect the low plateau of the
bound W M P DF for the follow ing reason. There is a
an all probability that Jupitercrossng W M Ps will be
graviationally scattered by an inner planet onto an or—
bit that no longer crosses Jupiter’s. Ifthise ect were de—
scribed by di usion, the net change to the bound W M P
num ber density would be of order uniy; the increase in
lifetim e E+ would be canceled by the decrease in ¢+, since
the tim escale for both scattering in or out of a Jupiter—
crossing orbit is the sam e if one nner planet dom mnates
the graviational interaction cross section. H ow ever, the
W IM Ps could spread into the low geocentric regions of
phase space inaccessble in the toy solar system , which is
In portant for capture in the Earth. The e ect of secu-
lar or m ean-m otion resonances on the size of the bound
W IM P population and the low speed phase space den-
sity is unclear; resonances could drive W IM P s into the
Sun, as suggested by NEO and asteroid belt sin ulations
B7, 89]. In this case, the in portance of resonances de—
pendson how the typicaltin e for rescattering in the Sun
relates to the other graviy-dom inated tin es in the solar
system .

In summ ary, we suggest that the height of the low
plteau of the Jupiercrossing W M P DF and the
Jupiercrossing W M P num ber density w ill be m ostly
una ected by the presence of additional planets in the
solar system , although the inner planetsm ay extend the
plateau In phase space. W e expect that the long-lifetin e
peaks in the JupitercrossngW M P DF willbe lower in
am ore realistic solar system due to interactionsw ith the
outer planets.

4. Future Sim ulations

In order to test the our argum ents above and to de ni-
tively determ ine the bound W M P DF as a function
of W M P param eters, egoecially at the low geocentric
speeds Inaccessble in the threebody problem but which
are so Inportant or W M P capture in the Earth, we
would like to perform sinulations ofW IM P orbits using
am ore realisticm odelofthe solarsystem . T he num erical
m ethods presented in Section IT and A ppendix C should
be applicable to a m ore com plex solar system w ith only
m inor tweaking, so we are eager to use our m ethods for
foture sim ulations. H owever, our experience w ith sin u—
lations In a toy solar system , as well as phenom ena high-
lighted In earlier portions of this section, suggest soeci ¢
challenges to this program .

Them ain challenge w illbe to sam ple enough orbits to
have a statistically signi cant determ ination ofthe DF,
and to do thisw ith nite com putational resources. From
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our sim ulations In the toy solar system , we have leamed
that it is in portant to determm ine the long-lifetim e tail
of the W IM P distribution, even if the overall fraction
of W IM Ps in this population is small. The DFs were
dom inated by the am all num ber of particles on K ozai
cycles (etther a < 1:5 AU or on Jupitercrossing orbits)
and Jupitercrossing W MM P s on long-lifetin e resonance-
sticking orbits, about 0:1% ofall particles sinulated.
T hese rare but long-lived W IM P s, especially the Jupiter—
crossing population, also dom inated the uncertainties in
the D F . H ow ever, even getting to this levelofuncertainty
required 10 CPU-hoursper sin ulation. Ifwehad sin —
ulated, say, an orderofm agniude fewerW IM P s, wem ay
not have even identi ed the long-lived Jupiter-crossing
population.

A numberofe ectswe identi ed earlier in this section
fororbits in a m ore realistic solar system w ill likely a ect
anallW M P populations. For exam ple, the fraction of
W MPswih a < 15AU laving the rescattering peak
dueto angularm om entum di usion willbesnall: 10 °
r $'=10%" an®and 10° for 3'= 10 a?®.
Tt will be necessary to sim ulate vast numbersofW M P s
wih a< 15 AU to get good statistics on thispopulation
and to m ake sure we do not m iss any im portant e ects.

W e propose the follow ing techniques to m axim ize the
statistics on the fiuill solar system bound W M P DF given

nie com puting tim e. First, we propose a series of in—
term ediate sin ulationsbefore sin ulatingW IM P sin com —
plete solarsystem to highlight the in portance ofdi erent
types ofbehavior. An initial step m ay be to sin ulate or-
bits in a solar system containing Jupiter, the E arth, and
Venus (the planets that w ill lkely dom inate the behav-
jor of W M P sw ith orbits interior to Jupiter’s) on circu—
lar, coplanar orbits, with the m asses of the Earth and
Venus scaled up by one or two orders ofm agniude. W e
choose a low num ber of planets for sim plicity In under—
standing the sin ulations, and high m asses for the inner
planets in order to highlight the di usion processes de—
scribbed in previous sections, for which the gravitational
cross section scalesasM 13 eg,Eqg. 99). Thehigh planet
m asses should shorten the di usion tim escales by a fac-
tor of M PZ , which would shorten the total integration
tin e. Onem ight then sinulate W M P orbits In a solar
system w ith m assive innerplanetsbut w ith m ore realistic
planet orbits (highlighting secular resonances), or to sin —
ulateW IM P orbitsin a solar system w ith the sam e three
planets on circular orbits, but for which the m asses of
the E arth and Venus are closer to their true values. O ne
could then add the outer planets to the sinulation. It
m ay be possible to leam how the W M P DF scalesw ith
the m asses of the inner planets in the sim ulations w ith
higher Inner planet m asses so the DF could be extrapo—
lated to an allplanet m asses w ithout needing to sin ulate
orbitsin a solarsystam w ith the trueplanetm asses. Even
if the latter is not possble, we would leam enough from
each intem ediate sin ulation to m ore e ciently run the
next set of sin ulations.

Secondly, we propose weighting the iniial conditions



to achieve the best statistics with the least am ount of
com putational tin e. T he optin alweighting for each In-
term ediate sim ulation w illbe guided by the results from
the previous. For exam ple, say that we leam from the
rst Intermm ediate stage we propose, a threeplanet solar
system with large inner planet m asses, that the popu-—
lation of W MPswih a < 15AU wih perhelia per-
turbed out of the Sun by angular m om entum di usion
is signi cant for neutrino telescope event rates. P erhaps
the e ect isdom lnated by W IM P s initially scattered into
a very narrow range of sam im a pr axes. Iff we then wish
to sin ulate this population in a solar system n which
the Earth and Venus have their true m asses, i m akes
sense to focus the com putational resources on this nar-
row sem im apr axis window . Furthem ore, in order to
gain good statistics for this window, we would need at
Jeast of order 10° long-lived angularm om entum -di used

W MPs.For 5P = 10 4L . 10° .Ifwewanta sam -

pl of at least 10° W M P s in this population, we would
need to sinulate 16 W M Ps. However, 0:1% of
these W M Ps, or 10° total, should mitially be on K ozai
cycles. In order to focuson the angular di usion popula—
tion Instead of the K ozaipopulation, we would sim ulate
all 10 W MPs Pr a short tine, 10 10 years,
which would be su cient to identify the K ozaipopula—
tion. At that point, we would only continue sin ulations
of the W IM P s not identi ed as Kozai cycling. Thus,
we would have good statistics on one W IM P population
w ithout buming resources on less In portant populations.

T herefore, whilk we believe that getting good statis—
tics for estim ating the event rates in neutrino telescopes
willbe di cul, i willbe possbl given (i) a clever and
adaptive sin ulation strategy, and (ii) patience to acquire
a su cient number of CPU cycles.

C. The H alo D istribution Function

Throughout the simulations, we assum ed that the
halo W M P DF was snooth, non—rotating in an iner-
tial G alactocentric fram e (lagging the Sun by a speed
Okm s'), and had a velocity dispersion of

= v = 2. These choicesarem otivated by N body sin —
ulations of M iky W ay-m ass dark m atter halos 99, 100].
However, there are a few severe lin itations to these N -
body simulations. First, while we hope that the sinu-
lations are a good representation of the realM iky W ay,
there is no way we can directly m easure the dark m at—
ter phase space densiy. Secondly, these sin ulations do
not Inclide baryons, although we know baryons dom i
nate the gravitational potential w ithin the solar circle.
Sin ulations that inclide a treatm ent of baryonic disks
and the accretion of dw arfgalaxies suggest that the local
phase space structure of dark m atter depends sensitively
on the accretion history ofthe M iky W ay [L01]. T hirdly,
dark m atter is fundam entally clum py, w ith the an allest
halos corresponding to the size ofthe free-stream ing scale
[102{104],which fora SUSY W IM P corresoondsto about

AVa =
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M M or lngth scales of 102 pc. W hik high-
resolution sim ulations show that very little ( 01 05%
[LO5, 106]) dark m atter within the solar circle is n re—
soled subhalos, these sin ulations can only probe sub—
halo m asses down to M 1¢ 10M . There is thus
an uncertainty in the degree of clum piness spanningm ore
than 10 orders ofm agniude in m ass B5]. Here, we de-
scribe how the DF will change if any of the assum ptions
ofour ducialhalo m odelare challenged.

W e note that the prin ary change to the DF willbe in
nom alization, not shape. The only way to change the
shape ofthebound W MM P DF relative to that calculated
forour ducialmodelfor xedm and elastic scattering
cross section is to change the distribbution of sem im a pr
axes or locations of initial scatter n the Sun onto E arth-
crossing orbits. T he form er is robust over several orders
ofmagnitude In W M P m ass. The latterm ay be signi —
cantrlarge m ~ 1TeV)W IM P m asses ifthe velocity
phase space is radically di erent from the ducialm odel,
but will not be signi cant as long as there is non-trivial
phase space density ofW IM P sat low heliocentric speeds.

However, the height ofthe DF is proportionalto N— ,
w hich is Increasingly sensitive to the low speed end ofthe
haloDF forincreasinglym assiveW IM P s. T hisisbecause
thehaloW M P energy iSE = m v? =2 wherev; isthe
heliocentric speed in the absence ofthe Sun’sgraviy) but
them axinum energy aW IM P can lose in a collision w ith
a solarnuckeus iSQpax = 2 2Vv? ()=ma, SO it becom es
hard to scatter high massW IM P s, high energy W M P s
onto bound orbis. If the low speed phase space den-
sity were ncreased, N~ would Increase, and the bound
W M P density would increase relative to the halo den—
sity. This could be achieved, or exam pl, ifthe W IM P
halo were rotating in the sam e sense as the stellar disk,
reducing the speed relative speed between the halo and
the Sun. C onversely, ifthe low speed haloW IM P density
were decreased, the bound W IM P population would be
even m ore Insigni cant w ith respect to the halo.

W hile cum piness in thehalom ay a ectthehaloDF at
the Earth (@lthough i is unlkely that a subhalo is cur-
rently passing through the solar system [B5]), it w illhave
surprisingly little e ect on the DF of W IM P s bound to
the solar system ifthe rate at which clum pspass through
the solar system is ettherm uch higher or lower than the
equilbriim tim escale for the bound W M P DF. In the
form er case, as long as the velociy distrdbution ofthe en—
sem ble of subhalos is sim ilar to that of the sm ooth DM
com ponent (if the rate at which clum ps enter the solar
system ishigh), thebound W M P DF isproportionalto
the tin e-averaged capture rate in the Sun, f (v) / N~ i.
T his isunlikely to be signi cantly di erent from N- cal-
culated for a purely sm ooth halo unless the solar system
is deeply embedded in a dense subhalo. In the latter
case, passages of a subhalo through the solar system are
so nfrequent that the DF is dom inated by the an ooth
com ponent in the halo.

D iem and et al [L04] estin ate that if all Earth-m ass
subhalos survive Intact to the present, the rate at which



subhalos pass through the solar system is  10% yr?,
w ith each passage lasting 50 yr. D iem and et al. [107]
and Faltenbacher and D iem and [108] nd that the veloc—
ity distribution of subhalos is only slightly biased w ith
regpect to the sm ooth com ponent, w ith the m apr dis—
crepancy being a decrem ent of subhalosw ith low G alac—
tocentric goeeds due to m erging. The escape velocity
from a subhalo ismuch an aller than either any charac-
teristic speed In the solar system or characteristic speeds
In the solar neighborhood, m aking it unlikely that the
Sun isbound to a subhalo. T hus, even if dark m atter in
the solar neighborhood were highly clum py, the bound
W MP DF would resem ble that estin ated in this work.

V III. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we highlight the key points ofthispaper:

1. W ehavedeveloped num ericalm ethodsto e ciently
track the highly eccentric solarcaptured orbis
from theiriniialscatterin theSuntoupto45Gyr
w ithout secularly increasing errors in the Jacobi
constant and w thout num erical precession. T hese
m ethods w ill be em ployed In fiture sim ulations of
W IM Ps in a m ore realistic solar system , and m ay
be used to sim ulate eccentric orbits in other hierar-
chicalsystem sin which one centralbody dom nates
the gravitational potential.

2. W ehave characterized theboundW M P DF atthe
Earth as a finction of W M P massm and spin—
independent S' and spin-dependent P elastic

scattering cross sections. For the range of m asses

m = 60AMU 500AMU, we nd very lit-

tle variation n the W IMP DFs aside from the

m assdependent rate at which W IM P s scatter onto

E arth-crossing orbits. In contrast to D am our and

Krauss B7], we nd that the optical depth In the

Sun to W IM Ps inposes a ceiling to the size of

the W IMP DF. For W IMPs that do not inter-

sect Jupiter’s orbit, the equilbrium DF is reached
or ST 10% an® and 5P 10%° am?.

ForW IM P s that intersect Jupiter’s orbit, equilibb—

rim is reached or 5' 107 an® or 3P

10 3¢ an?.

3.The maxinum phase space density of W IM Ps at
theE arth consistent w ith current constraintson the
elastic scattering cross section is signi cantly less
than that ofW IM P s unbound to the solar system .
Even though bound W IM P s occupy the low veloc—
ity phase space that disproportionally contributes
to the event rates In both direct detection experi-
m ents and neutrino telescopes, the total enhance—
m ent to those event rates is negligble. For direct
detection experim ents, we nd that the m axin um
enhancem ent to dR=dQ occurs at Q = 0 and is
< 0:5% ofthe halo event rate. For the XENON 10
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experin ent, we predict them axin um enhanocem ent
Integrated over their analysis w indow is of order
10 3% . IntheM SSM ,we nd lessthan orderunity
enhancem ents to the neutrino-induced m uon event
rate In neutrino telescopes from the annihilation of
solarcaptured W M P s in the Earth.

4. A lthough we only nclude one planet (Jupiter) In
ourtoy solar system , we do not expect that our con—
clusions would be signi cantly di erent than ifwe
had included m oreplanets in our sin ulations. Ifthe
otherplanetsare e cient at putting solarcaptured
W IM P s at geocentric speeds v < 30 km st , there
m ay be large increase In the event rate at neutrino
detectors due to W M P annihilation in the Earth.
However, it is unlkely that the boost will be suf-

clent to m ove the event rate above the detection
threshold for the IceC ube neutrino telescope unless
the hao W M P DF is signi cantly di erent from
the ducialm odel.

In two other papers in this series, we exam Ine the In pact
of the nite optical depth in the Sun and gravitational
Interactions between W IM P s and Jupiter on the rate of
W M P annihilation in the Sun @ aper II); and we char-
acterize the population of W IM P s bound to the solar
system by gravitational interactionsw ith Jupier (P aper
I17).
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APPENDIX A:W IM P ELASTIC SCATTERING
1. Spin-Independent Scattering

Forpartick physicsm odels of dark m atter, the general
soin-independent (\SI"; scalar) scattering cross section
has the form [1, 2]:

dSI ZmA
-+ a

do F

where Q is the energy transferred from the W M P to
anuckusofmassmj, Wih atom icmassA and charge
Z ) during the scatter, g, is the relative velocity betw een

ZYETFZ, Q);

@al1)



the particles, f, and f, are the proton and neutron ef-
fective couplings to the W M P, and Fs1 Q) is a nuclear
form factor. The nuclar form factor used in this set of
calculations is of the standard exponential form ,

FsrQ)=e®70x; @2)
w here the coherence energy is
_15h® a3
A mARi'

and the ocoherence length (the radiis ofthe nuclkusA) is
set to

Rp=1fn D3+ 091ma=Gev=c))1: @ 4)

Thenuclar form factorquanti esthe extent to which the
W IM P interacts coherently w ith the nucleus as a whole
(if the de B roglie w avelength of the nuclus is an all), or
Incoherently w ith the nucleons individually.

Tt is often m ore convenient to use the center-ofm ass
di erential cross section. U sing the functional form of
the energy transfer

Q=2%9§ 1% i @)
w here

S ae

the di erential cross section is
d°®* 1 do d a7

d 2 dfcos )dQ

1 2 d
"% a "
_ 4ié ipfh+ @ Z)ETFPQ) @9)
_ w: ®10)

W e have param eterized the strength ofthe interaction by
a . Iff, = £, which is often a good approxim ation for
both supersym m etric and UED m odels,
st_ 4

SI= 2 2p%f2; @11)
so that the strength of the coupling between a nuclkus
and the W M P depends only on the atom ic num ber of
the nucleus. T his coupling can also be param eterized in
term s of the strength ofthe W IM P proton (or -neutron)
cross section:

2 sI,
A% 5% ®12)

’U[\)|D’N

w hich isusefiilsince experim entalconstraintson the spin—
Independent cross section are reported In temm s of the
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W IM P -nuckon cross section. In the lim it ofhigh W MM P
m ass,

A ! ma @A13)
o ! omy @ 14)
2
m
ST m—gAZ St @ 15)
p
A* 5% A 16)

w here the last approxin ation can be m ade since m 5
Amy.

2. Spin-D ependent Scattering

The lkkely W IM P candidates forboth theM SSM (Meu—
trino ) and UED (K aluzaK lein photon B 1) theories
can have elastic axialvector interactionsw ith quarks, via
squarks in the M SSM or the lightest K aluzaK lein exci-
tation of quarks g’ in UED m odels. In both cases, the
soin-dependent (SD) W IM P interaction w ith a nuclus
of atom ic num ber A can be param eterized as [1, 3]

a7 _ M2 253+ DFZ J;  @17)
a0 g sp (D7
where
8
< 8GZ M SSM
= 04 1
% 2 g 7—>2 UED & 18)
(mBu) mqm)

param eterizes the coupling in each theory. Here, g° is the
coupling constant for the B boson in electrow eak theory,
andmg o) andm yo) are themasses ofthe B ™ and g

particles respectively. T he other quantities in Eq. @A 17)

depend on nuclkar properties. Here J isthe totalangular
m om entum of the nucleus, and

= % BphSpi+ anhs,il; A19)
wherea, and a, describbetheW IM P couplingsto the neu—
tron and proton, and hS,, 1 and kS i are the spin expecta—
tion values for the neutrons and protons w ithin the nu-
cleus. The couplings a, and a, are derived from speci c
W IM P m odels, whil the sopin expectation values must
be calculated using detailed nuclear physicsm odels ke g.,
1, 109{111], and calculations using di erent techniques
often yield di erent results. The function Fsp (f1) isthe
soin-dependent nuclear form factor as a function of the
mom entum transfer §j. ks form must be carefully cal-
culated for each nucleus of interest [112, and references
therein].

There are several in portant di erences between the
form of the spin-dependent and spin-independent cross
sections that have m a pr in plications for detection ex—
perin ent design. The rst point is that nucleiw ith even



num bers of protons and neutrons w ill have zero spin—
dependent interactionsw ith W IM P s. Secondly, the spin—
dependent cross section has a m uch weaker dependence
on the atom icm ass than the soin-Independent cross sec—
tion. This isapparent ifEq. @A 17) isw ritten in the sam e
form asEqg. @A10),

d SD 1 dQ d SD
= — @®20)
d 2 dcos dQ
T E VU
2 ma gﬁ
Fop (19 @21)
1
= o & FTG1; (®22)
w here
SD _ 4 2 2.
SO Z 2534+ 1) 2 @23)
Inthe]injtthatmw M P ma,
2/ A% (® 24)
unlke
- (@ 25)
for the q)jn—jndependent case. T herefore, even if 5P >
Stor P > , the spin-independent cross section

may dom inate ﬁ)r heavy nuclki. The soin-dependent
cross section could be lrge if J scaled wih A (since

a / J%),but this is not the case or heavy nuclei. N ote
that, in contrast to predictions for spin-independent scat—
tering, the spin-dependent W IM P proton and W MM P —
neutron cross sections are generally not the same to
wihin a few percent.

APPENDIX B:SUBSEQUENT SCATTERING IN
THE SUN

Each tin e a particke passes through the Sun, there is
a probability

Pscate = 1 e ®B1)

that it will be scattered at least once, given the optical
depth  forone punt through the Sun. SlhcetheW M P —
nucleon cross sections relevant to this paper Imply low
opacity in the Sun ( < 10 3), the scattering probability
per solar passage is well approxin ated by
+0 (%)

Pscatt = 1 1 B2)

B3)
Instead of calculating the scattering probability  on

the vy, we create a table for opticaldepth indexed by the
sam im a pr axis and K epler perihelion of the orbit, and
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then interpolate for a particular orbit through the Sun.
T he opticaldepth in di erential form is given by

d X d.
- = (B4)
d1do , dldo
X
= ; 5
do ®2)

A

w here 1 denotes the particle tra fctory, np (1) is the num —
ber density of elem ent A In the Sun at position 1 along
thepath,and d ,=dQ isthedi erentialelastic scattering
cross section with respect to the energy transfer Q be-
tween element A and the W IM P. Since we assum e that
soin—-independent scattering dom nates In the Sun, the
Integral over energy transfer can be com puted using the
form ofthe di erential cross section n Eq. A1) and the
form factorin Eq. A2):

7
d_ _ X N (l) Qm ax dA CB6)
d1 LT o do
X 2mA
= nn O—— - S+ & Z)EFQa B7)

1 eQ max;a =Qa ;
w here we have used the approxin ation ofa zero-tem per—
ature Sun to set vie1 = v(). Usihg Eq. (62), we nd the
maxinum energy transfer
2
22 v
ma
T he integration of Eq. (B8) is greatly sinpli ed be—
cause the torque on the partick by Jupiter is negligble
In the Sun com pared to the rest of the orbit. T herefore,

®8)

Qmax;A =

dl = v@idt B9)
dt
= viktE) — dr B10)
dr
v(r®©)
= T dn ®B11)
Jr c®)3
w here
o S
VE;r)= 2E ()] ®B12)
is the particle’s speed and
p
Jr € ;J;0)j=  2E )] FP=r’ B13)
is the radial velocity of the particle. T hus,
d ;J d
E;J)_ .V(r) a . B14)
dr Y (r)jdl
and the total optical depth along the path is
4 X
€;7)=— maQalf+ @ Z)LF
A
Z g na @ 1 a2 2V E r)=maQa
dr - , : B15)
. vE ;) €;J;0)]



In order to express the opticaldepth  asa function of
the sam im a praxisand ecocentricity, W e use the relations

GM
- 2a ®16)
J? = GM.aE® 1); ®17)

whereM .= M isthe centralm ass, as determ ined by
Eqg. (34), and the upper (lower) sign is used for hyper-
bolic (elliptical) orbits. T herefore,

v@;r) = v@;r)= GM .
S
1
= 2 — 7 (0 ®B18)
2a
) ) ) b
F@iein)J = Jr@iein)F GM.
2 L o~ 2E Vg,
= = - g =
2a r2
where ¥ = =GM .. Ifwe insert these expression into
Eqg. B15),
1 X
(@je) = — maQa R+ @ Z)EF  (B20)
GM .
A
Z 5 na (r) 1 e? ZGM v (@ir)=m A Qa
dr:

5 v@je;r)Fr @je;r)]

W em ake a look-up tabl for using forthe choice = 1,
and then scale by a factor of ! . There is also a
factor of in the exponent. However, its inpact on is
negligble since j 1¥10°% 10°.

If the particle scatters in the Sun, its new phase space
coordinates can be determ ned by sam pling the scattering
distrdbution

d ®;J) X da
“ama na (r)-

A

i ®21)

where isthe centerofm ass scattering solid angl.

APPENDIX C:DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION
ESTIM ATORS

In this section, we describe the outputs of the sin ula—
tions, and how to estim ate the bound distribution fiinc—
tion from these data.

Our method is to nd the average DF along Earth’s
path. W e record the phase gpace coordinates of particles
passing nearthe E arth’sorbit. Sincewe treat the Earth’s
orbi as circular and coplanar w ith Jupiter’s orbit, this
m eansthat we focus on particlespassing through thewall
ofa cylinder ofheight 2z. centered on the reference plane
and radiusa from the Sun. T hus, the raw data product
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is the ux of dark m atter particles through the Earth’s
orbit as a function of tim e.

To convert the ux at position x and tine t, F (x;t),
intoaDF f x;v;t), weassum e that the tin escale ofvari-
ation in the distrbution fiinction ism uch largerthan the
typical dynam ical tin escale of particles in the solar sys—
tem ( vyear). W e adopt the usual argum ent [cf. 113]
to relate the ux as a function of velocity dF =dv to the
distrdbution finction. C onsider particles passing outward
through a wallofarea A wih a unit vector nom alto
the surface 1. For particles w ith velocity between v and
v + v, the particles that pass through the wallin tin e

t nhabi a prisn volum e ofbase A, Iong side v t, and
height twv AA. Thetotalnum ber ofparticlesw ith velocity
between v and v + v passing out through the surface

A perunit tine tis

dF x;t)
——dv A t = fx;v;0) v Y Opdv  C1)
v
= f&x;v;t)veos dv A t; (C2)
where cos = v A=v. In the sin ulations, we do not care

if the particles pass Inward or outw ard through the wall
of the cylinder, so we estin ate the distrbution finction
from the sin ulations using

dF (x;t) . .
T dv A t= fx;v;tvijcos @v A t; (C3)
v
or
dF (x;t)=dv
f&xiv;t) = —— c4)
vV CoS
dF (x;t)=dv
= T 7 C5)
JrJ
sihce vy = voos s the velocity com ponent nom al to

the wallofthe cylinder (ie., the radialcom ponent of the
velocty).

W enow describe in detailhow to estin ate the distrdbu-
tion function from the data obtained in the sin ulations.
Foreach sim ulation, we start integrating the orbits ofN ,
particles (Table I) at tine t; since the birth of the solar
system . P articles scatter onto bound, E arth—crossing or—
bis at a rate N~ (t;), where t; is the tin e at which the
particle rst scatters onto a bound orbit. In principle,
N- can vary w ith tim e if the halo dark m atter distriou-
tion function varies on tim escales shorter than the age of
the solar system , but we assum e that the halo distribu-
tion function is static, so that N~ () = N- .

Each tine a particke  crosses through the cylinder
wall, we record the timn e ofpassaget (tere, labelsthe
particular passage of the particle through the Earth’s
orbit) since the start ofthe sin ulation at t;, position x
and velocity v . The height z. is chosen to be larger
than the radius of the Earth R in order to in prove
statistics, but is sm all enough (z¢ 1 AU) so that the
estin ate should be una ected by gradients In ux as a
function of height above the reference plane.



Each particle crossing can be characterized as one
point in a six-dim ensional phase space: n , the vec—
tor describing the ordentation ( ;z) ofthe particle when
it crossesthe cylinderofradiusa ; the three com ponents
of the velocity v ; and t . The vectorn only has
tw o independent coordinates since the radial com ponent
ofx is xed.W eestin ate the ux ofparticles passing
passing through a patch of the cylinder at posiion n in
the cylinder at tin e t since the birth of the solar system ,
for which the particles had initial scattering tim e in the
Sun at tim e t, w ith velocity between v and v + dv, as

0 7 1
a R
=Q@1= g A
Svdt, =1w()( )
¥ %
Nw( ) ®@ n o;

G+t ) €6

for each experiment. Here, F denotes that this is an
estim ator for the true ux F . The total ux can be es—
tin ated by Integrating Eg. (C6) overt; and v. N is
the total num ber of tim es particlke crosses the Earth’s
orbit. The weight finction w ( ) describbes how we sam —
pl the initial conditions relative to the initial particle
distrbbution at the rst scatter. T he denom inator ofEqg.
(C 6) nom alizes the ux.

Since we sam ple the bound, Earth-crosshgW IM P s to
the sam e density as they scatter onto such orbis In the

solar system ,w = 1 foreach particle . Thus,
Xe Xe
wi() ( ) = ( ) cm
=1 =1
so that
Z ¥
d wi() ( )= Ny; €8)

where the integral over goans the entire range of
The ux atposition n as a function of velocity, observa-—
tion tin e, and mitialtime t is

t G+t N: €9

W e are interested In the ux arising from particles en—
tering the solar system at all tin es prior to the present,
not just at a particular tine ;. T herefore, to estim ate
the total ux In a unit volum e ofvelocity-soace, onem ust
Integrate Eq. (C6) overty, n the range between the tin e
ofthe form ation ofthe solarsystem and the tin eatwhich
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the ux ism easured,

A~ Z t A~
dr dr
— = dtl [

(C10)
dv 0 dvdt;

o X X
Np

In order to get better statistics for the ux through the
Earth,we averagethe ux In Eq. (C10) overallpositions
n on the cylinder wall. In this case,

Z
d’n= A=2

2 az; C11)

cylinder

the w hole area through w hich we count particle crossings.
T his in plies that the averaged ux is

A Z N
dF (n;t 1 dr
L - d?n— €12)
dv A ylinder dv
= &i%p X 3)
= v v )
Ne A _; )
€t t )
C13)

In e ect, we are averaging the ux overthe Earth’sorbit.
W e nd the localestin ate ofthe distrdbution function by
Inserting Eq. (C13) nto Eg. C5).

To nd the distrbution function in the fram e of the
Earth, we m ake a G alilean transform ation u = v v,
where v is the circular velocity of the E arth about the
Sun, to nd

£ x;u;t) = f(x;u+ v o;t): C14)

1. Estim ating D istribution Functions in P ractice

In practice, there are 102 10 Earth-orbit crossings
In each sinulation. In order to present and use the DF's
In am anageable form ,we use a an all z. and bin the dis-
trbbution function in velocity space. W e set z. = 10R ,
but using di erent z. up to z. = 10 3 AU (the largest
valie we tried) yields consistent D F's, dem onstrating the
desired resul that the estin ate for the DF does not de-
pend on the choice of z..

The most straightforward way of estim ating uncer—
tainty In the distrdbution fiinction and any calculations
derived from it isto usebootstrap resam pling. B ootstrap
resam pling yields accurate param eter and error estim a—
tion if the data sam pl the underlying distrbution well
In each resam pling, we select N, initial conditions w ith
replacem ent from theN, W IM Ps. W e then calculate all
distrbbution functions and event rates using the tra fcto—
ries and crossings of the new sam pl as described in the
previous section.



2. The D istribution Function in the E arth

In the previous section, we found D F's In the absence of
the E arth’s gravity. H ow ever, since both direct detection
experim ents and neutrino telescopes are sensitive to par-
ticles w thin the potential well of the E arth, i is neces—
sary to nd them apping betw een the velocity coordinates
atdistances 1AU from theEarth but welloutside the
E arth’sgraviational eld and those at distancesatwhich
theEarth’sgraviy issigni cant. Letv = (v; ; ) denote
the velocity outside the E arth’s gravitational eld in an
Inertial fram e centered on and m oving w ith the Earth,
w ith the polar axis along the Earth’s direction of m o—
tion, and the velocty Viee = Mioci 10c7 1oc) e In the
Earth’s graviational eld at a position R = R; ; )
from the Earth’s center, where v, is also in an inertial
fram e centered on and m oving w ith the Earth. In these
coordinates, the angles ; 1c,and aremeasured rela—
tive to the direction ofm otion of the E arth w ith respect
to the Sun, and the ; 1c,and anglksare azinuthal

Since the particke energy E and angularm om entum J
w ith respect to the Earth are approxin ately conserved
near the Earth, the localDF fi,. of dark m atter In the
gravitational eld ofthe Earth can be written as

f1oc R iVioe) = £V (ViR D)t C15)
Here, £ (v) is the dark matter DF In the fram e of the
Earth but far from the Earth’s center. Eq. (C15) isa
restatem ent of Liouvillke’s theorem . T he num ber of parti-
cles in an Intervalbetween R ;Vic) and R + dR ;Viec +
dvloc) is

dN = fi,c R ;Viee)d’R BPvipe: C16)

Ifthe DF f (v) were isotropic, then the m apping be—
tween velocity coordinates would be greatly sinpli ed.
In such a situation, the speeds v and vy, are related
through conservation of energy,

1

E=%v2=§v§oc<R)+ R); €17

assum Ing that the Earth’s potential is spherical.
T herefore, the num ber of dark m atter particles w ith po—
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sitionsbetween R and R + dR and speeds between v,
and Vi + dvie would be represented as

AN 5o = 4 VA_f (WR ;Viee))d R Avipe: € 18)

H owever, the D F's are not isotropic in the fram e ofthe
Earth. Thus, i is necessary to nd v In tem s of the
velocity v at position R . T he speeds are still related
byEqg. (C17),sothatv isa function ofonly two variables,
Ve and R . The angular coordiates ( ; ), however, w i1l
now be a com plicated fiinction ofall six localphase space
coordinates, so that the num ber of particles at R ;Viec)
is described as

dN = £ (VR ;Ve); R ;Viee); R jViee))

R*v2 _dRdcos d dvpedcos ped e (C19)

To relate the angular coordinates, we m ake use of an—
gular m om entum conservation as well as energy conser—
vation, and the fact that the problem reducesto a spheri-
cally sym m etric two-body problem . Since orbits are con—

ned to a plane, R and v, are a set ofbasis vectors for
the orbital plane if the vectors are not parallel. Then,
In general, the position R ¢,, and velocity v far from the
E arth can be described by

Rfar = R + Vi € 20)
v = R+ Ve €21)
where the coe cients , , ,and only depend on the

local coordinates R and vy, E, and J. If the Earth’s
potential were purely Keplerian, and would be the
Gauss £ and g functions [see Section 25 in 57], wih

= _and = — The functional form of the coe —
cients isdi erent in the case ofnon-K eplerian spherically
sym m etric potentials, but the general fram ew ork ofEgs.
(€ 20) and (C21) holds. Therefore, Egs. (C20) and (C21)
describe the m apping between coordinates in the gravi-
tational eld of the Earth to those outside the Earth’s
sohere of in uence.
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